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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 29, 1957 


UNTrep STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL SECURITY ACT 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Securiry Laws, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

The subcommittee met at 11:15 a. m., in courtroom 1, United States 
Courthouse, Philadelphia, Pa., Senator Roman L. Hruska (Nebraska) 
presiding. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, 
director of research, and Frank Schroeder, chief investigator. 

Senator Hruska. All right. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Judge Morris, will you call the first witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Elitcher. 


TESTIMONY OF MAX ELITCHER, PEEKSKILL, N. Y. 


Senator Hrusxa. The witness has indicated that he is not willing, 
or he would prefer not to have pictures and television during the course 
of his testimony. The policy of the Internal Security Subcommittee 
has been to observe and comply with that type of preference, and will 
those interested please be governed accordingly. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, the first aspect of this hearing this morning 
will bear on the subject ‘that is now engaging the attention of the sub- 
committee. 

During the past 2 years, we have been taking testimony on Soviet 
kidnappings and Soviet espionage. And what we are doing now, in 
preparation for our report which has to be submitted to the Senate in 
January, we are gathering together evidence about how the Soviet 
U nion, b engaging in espionage in the United States and the American 
Zone in Hicheiny: and by kidnapping German scientists, were able to 
gain time on the United States in their quest for superiority over us. 
And the witness here this morning is a competent witness to testify 
about espionage. And he will be asked questions about that subject. 

Senator Hruska. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Max Elitcher. 

Senator Hruska. I might say this for the record, and for the benefit 
of the Senate and others interested, that this witness has testified 
formerly in public trials. He has testified in the Rosenberg trial. He 
has also testified in the Sobell trial. On behalf of the Internal Securit y 
Subcommittee I want to commend him, not only for the testimony he 
has given heretofore, but also for his willingness now to come forward 
and give testimony which will shortly be heard. 
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If there were more who were similarly situated and who have had 
similar experiences who would do likewise, it would not only help us 
in our task in the Senate, but it would advance the cause of our country 
in taking such safeguards as we can against occurrences which have 
already been experienced and which probably are current now and 
which may be planned for the future. 

So, Mr. Witness, I want to commend you again and to thank you for 
your appearance here. Will you proceed, plea se, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your name to the reporter / 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Max Elitcher. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Senator, the witness has given us his address in 
executive session. 

W hat is your profession ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Electrical engineer. 

Mr. Morris. And you are now engaged as an electrical engineer ? 

Mr. Exircuer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. Let the record show also at this point that the 
witness has already been sworn. 

Mr. Morris. Now, where were you born ? 

Mr. Exvrrcuer. In New York City. 

Mr. Morris. And just give us a little of your educational back- 
ground. 

Mr. Exrrcuer. I attended Stuyvesant High School and the City 
College of New York, School of Technology. I graduated in 1938 
with a degree of bachelor of science and enginering. 

Mr. Morris. And what employment did you have after you grad- 
uated in 1938 ? 

Mr. Exrrcner. I went to work in Washington for the Bureau of 
Ordnance. 

Mr. Morris. And how long did you work for the Bureau of Ord- 
nance ¢ 

Mr. Exrrcuer. From 1938 through 1948. 

Mr. Morris. And that was in the Navy Department, was it not? 

Mr. Exrrener. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were you a member of the Communist Party 
during that period, Mr. Elitcher ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. I was. 

Mr. Morris. When did you join the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. In 1939. 

Mr. Morris. Who recruited you into the party ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Morton Sobell. 

Mr. Morris. That is spelled S-o-b-e-1-l? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And what kind of unit were you attached to ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. For the most part, I was attached to a unit in the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. Morris. And how many people were generally in this unit ? 

Mr. Exurrcuer. It varied from time to time. I believe the maximum 
would be about eight. 

Mr. Morris. Now 

Mr. Exrrcuer. At one time. 

Mr. Morris. New members come in and old members go out ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. That is right. 








A eet ORIN Se SU NeE RIE: 





SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 5001 


Mr. Morris. There was a turnover in the membership ? 
Mr. Exrrcner. Yes. 


Mr. Morrts. In all, how many people did you know to be Commu- 
nists in the Navy Department ? ¢ 
Mr. Exrrcuer. Well, it would be at least a dozen, 12, but probably 
more. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you have any experience with groups such 
as this, Communist groups, in other agencies in Washington? 

Mr. Exircuer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Generally what agencies had groups similar to this? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. The ones that I knew of would be the War Depart- 
ment, Agriculture, Commerce, and Labor Departments. 

Mr. Morris. And did you feel there were units in any of the other 
agencies ¢ 

“Mr. ExrrcHer. I would suspect so; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Senator, I would like to forego asking him the 
identification of all of those names. That has been done in executive 
session. We havea record of that in executive session. 

And before going into those cases, we like to give all those people 
mentioned an opportunity to answer, and we are not prepared to do 
that today, Senator. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. Were you asked to engage in espionage by anybody ¢ 

Mr. Exrrcner. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Who asked you to engage in espionage ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Julius Rosenberg. 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you tell us the circumstances surrounding his 
asking you to engage in espionage ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Well, he came down to W ashington to visit me, 
for the specific purpose of asking me to obtain for him any material 
that I might have of a Classified nature, or have access to. 

Mr. Morris. What was your job at the time? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. I was an engineer with the Fire Control Section of 
the Bureau of Ordnance, Navy “Department. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you would just tell us generally what that 
entails? 

Mr. Exrtcuer. Our group worked on equipment which was designed 
to track and to compute data for firing upon both surface and aircraft. 
Mr. Morris. And assuch you had access to highly classified informa- 
tion ? 

Mr. Furrcuer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you were telling us about Rosenberg. 

Mr. Exrrcner. Oh, he came down and asked me if I would obtain 
for him any such material that I was able to put my hand on, and to 
turn it over to him for the purpose of transmission to the Soviet 
Union. 


Mr. Morris. Now, what did you know that Rosenberg was doing at 
the time? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. I did not know where he was working at the time. 
He did not tell me. He probably did—I do not remember—in the 
course of the initial conversation. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what was he looking for, do you know? Could 
you tell from his conversation with you ? 
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Mr. Exrrcuer. Well, he was looking for any material of a classified 
nature, military information of : 1 classified nature that would be 
of value to the Soviet Union, that aaa give them an idea of what 
was being done here, and to be used for their own advantage. 

Senator Hruska. Did you know whether he made similar inquiries 
of others in Government ? 

Mr. Exrrcner. I do not know about Government. He mentioned 
to me that Morton Sobell was so engaged. 

Senator Hruska. Did he make any efforts in industrial plants or 
in other ways, other than Government agencies? As far as you know! 

Mr. Exrrcner. I do not know. He did not indicate any limit to 
the type of information he wanted. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, we were told last week by Harry Gold that 
Rosenberg said, in 1945, that the electronics industry of the Soviet 
Union was very, very poor, very deficient, and that Rosenberg was 
undertaking to get everything he possibly could to assist the Soviets 
to build up their electronics system. And Gold also noted at the time 
that the sputnik going overhead represented tremendous sophistication 
in the electronics industry, indicating that, in 12 years, they had more 
than made up the lag in their defici iency in 1945 to ‘apparent superiority 
in 1957. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did Rosenberg ask you to be in a position to re- 
cruit young scient iste and young engineers / Q 

Mr. Exrrcner. He asked me—no—he asked me if I knew of any 
other people, and if I did, I should let him know. Sobell did ask me 
if I had—at a later date, asked me if I had any knowledge of people, 
of young students who might be interested in engineering, and who 
might eventually be useful for this purpose. 

Mr. Morris. And from those requests you gathered they were search- 
ing for young engineers and young scientists ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris (continuing). To serve them in their espionage efforts ? 

Mr. Exrrcner. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Was that apparent ? 

Mr. Exrronrr. That was apparent, yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what kind of information did Morton Sobell have 
access to at General Electric? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Well, he was working at GE in Schenectady on classi- 
fied projects. I do not know the name of all of them. There was 
one—well, I know that he was working on classified—let us put it for 
the record that he was working on classified material at the General 
Electric Co. and at the job he later had at Reeves Instrument Corp. 

Mr. Morris. And as such did he have access to classified 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Can you develop some of those things for us ? 

Mr. Exrrcuer. You mean specifically ? 

Mr. Morris. Specifically, yes. 

Mr. Exrrcuer. Well, at Reeves Instrument Corp.—the Reeves In- 
strument Corp. was developing antiaircraft equipment for the Navy 
Department, and some work for the Air Force, I believe—the same 
type of material that I would have had access to at the Navy Depart- 
ment, the same type of projects. And I believe, at the General Elec- 
tric Co., that was true. The General Electric Co. was working on a 











SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED sTaTEs 5003 


fire-control system in which I was engaged as the project engineer for 
the Navy Department. So he would have access to that same type of 
material. 

Mr. Morris. Now; was Sobell working on missiles at GE ? 

Mr. Exrrcner. I do not know whether he was working on any missile 
project, no, sir. 

Mr. Morris. I think, Senator, that is basically the area that I would 
like to cover with this witness. And I might say that he has never 
testified publicly before any Senate or House committee, Senator, so 
as far as we know, this is the first time that the Congress has gotten this 
information. 

Senator Hruska. Thank you very much Judge Morris. And again, 
thank you very much, Mr. Elitcher, for appearing before us on this 
occasion. The witness is dismissed. 

Next witness, please. 

Mr. Morris. The next witness was to be General Howley. And he 
has submitted a five-page statement. I wonder if I could read this into 
the record at this time ? 

Senator Hruska. Yes, you may doso. 


STATEMENT OF FRANK L. HOWLEY, VICE PRESIDENT, NEW YORK 
UNIVERSITY 


Mr. Morris (reading). Iam Frank L. Howley, now vice president 
of New York University, retired brigadier general United States 
Army, former United States commandant in Berlin, Germany, from 
July 1945 to the fall of 1949. 

As United States commandant on the Berlin allied komman- 
datura during those years which included the year of the blockade of 
Berlin by the Soviet U Inion, I had opportunity to observe the Soviets 
and the C ommunist stooges in action. 

As is well known, a limited number of top German scientists in the 
western parts of Germany, which were occupied by the United States, 
were invited to come to the United States. They were limited in num- 
ber though excellent in quality. Among them was the guided-missile 
expert, Wernher von Braun. It is worth emphasizing that these men 
were top layer and came here entirely of their own volition. None of 
them were Nazis or former Nazis, though some of the top German 
scientists had been associated with the Nazi Party in one way or an- 
other and therefore were not eligible to be brought to the United 
States. 

The Soviets were under no such self-imposed handicap. Regardless 
of a scientist’s previous political activity, he was either ent iced to the 
Soviet Union by attractive financial awards and promises, including 
forgiveness of his past political activities, or he was, in many cases, 

taken against his will forcibly to the Soviet Union. T he list of many of 
these top scientists taken by the Soviet Union, both from the Eastern 
Zone of Germany conquered by the Russian troops and from areas 
of West Germany turned over to the Soviets after United States 
capture, is not in my hands at the present time but is available through 
Washington records. 

I would like to stress particularly the speed with which scietitists 
were seized at Peenemuenda on the Baltic. This, as you know, was the 
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center of scientific research particularly in guided missiles and related 
areas. We of the West never saw any of those scientists. They were 
overrun by Russian troops, seized immediately and sent off to work on 
things which undoubtedly contributed to the present sputniks and ad- 
vances of the Soviet Union. 

I want to stress also the fact that the Soviets, in taking scientists, 
dug deep. While we were inclined to take a few outstanding-name 
scientists; they took all of those they could get and, additionally, took 
the second- and third-string scientists, the young unproven ones, the 
Nazi scientists, and the scientists who normally ‘do the routine draft 
work involved in scientific research. It is pretty well recognized that 
for each brilliant No. 1 scientist, a whole corps of assistants normally 
are used by the Soviets to implement and carry out his thinking. 

This “digging deep” by the Soviet Union extended down into elec- 
trical workers in the factory, foremen, and supervisors. Frequently, 
people were seized on the basis which we would consider forced labor 
and complaints were registered by the West against such seizures, of 
course, to no avail. 

One case of this which I would like to mention took place in the 
spring of 1946 in Berlin. Berlin is the center of the electrical indus 
try inGermany. This was a case of the forceful removal of key fore 
men, managers, engineers from the great electrical works, the Ober 
spree. This great works, which had most of its plant in the Soviet 
occupied part of town, would correspond roughly to our great West- 
inghouse, General Electric and others in the “United States. 

Some of the key engineers in this plant and research men in elec- 
tronics at the beginning, that is in the fall of 1945, lived in the United 
States sector. They were gradually enticed and coaxed over into 
living as well as working in the Soviet sector. They were given good 
houses, when houses were at a premium due to our bombardment of 
the city. They were given extra food rations and special considera- 
tions. Then, at the appropriate time in the spring of 1946, at mid- 
night, came a knockmg on the doors of those designated by the Soviet 
Union to be taken. The wanted man was told by the Soviet secret 
policemen, who was accompanied by a German interpreter, that he 
could bring key members of his family and could have his furniture 
moved, if he came right away. Trains were waiting on the tracks, 
both freight trains and passenger trains. By daybre eak these trains 
were on their way to the Soviet Union carrying hundreds of key 
workers from this electrical plant. A couple of these workers escaped 
from the train at the Oder River. They got back to Berlin and re- 
ported in person to me what had happened. On the train the Ger- 
mans had to sign a paper indicating that they were going to the Soviet 
Union voluntarily. Some of these papers were later shown to repre- 
sentatives of the West at the meeting of the Allied Control Council 
for Germany at the time that the “Western Allies protested these 
seizures, and as I recall Marshal of the Soviet Union Sokolovsky, who 
had succeeded Zhukov as Soviet commander, chided the West for criti- 
cizing the Soviets. He pointed out that we had taken volunteers to 
the United States and that these workers, high and low, had gone to 
the Soviet Union just as voluntarily. Of course, this was a lie but it 
was a successful counter argument and besides, the Western point 
after complaint was; what can be done anyhow? It was an accom- 
plished fact. 
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Another point dealing with research was the immediate breaking of 
Allied agreements by the Soviet Union in Berlin and elsewhere in 
Germany. The Allies, and in 1945, the Soviets were considered as sort 
of allies, had agreed not only to disarm Germany but to put a stop to 
all German research and scientific investigation in the areas related 
to possible military revival of Germany. 

These agreements were immediately broken by the Soviet Union. 
They placed orders for continued scientific research by the Germans 
under their control and ordered the completion of scientific research in 
production in war materials. 

One case dealt with the Askonia Works, a branch of which was 
in West Germany, and the main branch in the United States-occupied 
sector of Berlin. Our intelligence people had discovered that this 
German plant was completing studies and production of kino-theolites. 
These were elaborate instruments, only seven of which had been pro 
duced anywhere in the world, and all of them in Germany. This radar 
instrument was so advanced that it was able to trace and record the 
passing and the approaching of not only bomber formations, but even 
such fast guided missiles as the V1 and V2 

I had the plant watched and the instrument seized. The Germans 
were brought before military government court for violating Allied 
orders. Their defense was that the orders had been placed by the 
Soviet Union. Copies of these orders given by the Soviet Union were 
shown in court, proving without doubt that the Soviets had broken 
their word to demilitarize Germany and were. on the other hand, con- 
tinuing to make use of German research and German inventiveness in 
areas for oe future military use. The court decision was one 
which found the German preside nt and his top assistants guilty. They 
were given jail sentences and the Askonia plants were seized by United 
States militar y government. A protest was sent to the Soviets. The 
protest was b rushed off as were other protests against Soviet breaking 
of agreement and violation of pledges. 

In my judgment, based upon my observations after 414 years of 
continuous day-by-day contact with the Soviets as well as with our 
other commanders in Berlin, there never was any wavering in the 
Soviet planning for future war against the United States particularly. 
Just as their troops were never redisposed for garrison duty, but were 
kept on combat basis; so their seizure of German scientists, their ex 
perimentation in the areas of theoretical and applied science continued 
with the eventual objective of not only getting ahead of the United 
States to offset our atomic lead, but to bring about a milits ary situation 
where the Soviet Union could impose its will upon the rest of the world, 
by force, if nec essary. 

There is no satisfaction in saying “I told you so” for those of us 
who tried to alert the American people and our Allies to what was 
happening. Those of us who endeavored to expose the Soviet intent 
were called by the Soviets, warmongers, and were insulted by repre- 
sentatives of our own Government who accused us of being extremists. 
We were in the position to outlaw war; we were in a position to compel 
the Soviet Union to live up to agreements which they had signed at 
the United Nations Organization. We were in a position to bring 
about world peace outlawi ing the use of force, which could have enabled 
the backward as well as the forward areas of the world to evolve and 
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improve their economic, political, and social conditions without the 
very threat of war which the Soviet Union now holds over us. It 
may not be too late to save our way of life but it will take, on the part of 
all of us, an underst: anding and an unpanic ked determination and a 
decisiveness in action which we haven’t shown in the past. 

Senator Hruska. The statement will be received in the record in 
its read form, and a proper expression of appreciation to General 
Howley will be sent to him on behalf of the committee. 

Further witnesses. 

Mr. Morris. Yes, there is present here a witness who was at Askonia 
Works at the time that General Howley has told us about. That is 
Mr. Sokolow. I wonder if Mr. Sokolow will come forward, please. 
Will you take a seat Mr. Sokolow, please / 

Senator Hruska. Will you be sworn, please ! 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help, you God ? 

Mr. Soxotow. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF VALENTINE SOKOLOW 


Mr. Morris. Give your full name and address to the reporter, Mr. 
Sokolow. 

Mr. Soxotow. Valentine Sokolow. My address, you know. 

Mr. Morris. And what is your business now ¢ 

Mr. Soxo.tow. I am an electrical engineer. 

Mr. Morris. And where were you born, Mr. Sokolow ? 

Mr. Soxotow. In Russia, in Kurtz. 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 

Mr. Soxotow. 1913. 

Mr. Morris. In 1913. And I wonder if you will tell us what posi- 
tion you held in the Soviet Union prior to your coming to the United 
States ? 

Mr. Soxotow. I was in—I worked in research institute, in the avia- 
tion industry. 

Mr. Morris. Research institute in aviation ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Aviation industry. 

Mr. Morris. When did you do that, Mr. Sokolow ? 

Mr. Soxotow. I worked from 1938 to 1946. 

Mr. Morris. And what position did you have there? 

Mr. Soxotow. I was in experimental laboratory, chief engineer. 

Mr. Morris. Experimental engineering? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Experimental laboratory engineering ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Well—— 

Mr. Soxotow. I am sorry for my English. 

Mr. Morris. That is all right. We appreciate your testimony. I 
wonder if you could give us in some detail what you were doing for 
the Soviets at that time? 

Mr. Soxotow. Before the war? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, in that period, 1946. 

Mr. Soxotow. After the war ? 

Mr, Morris. Prior to 1946, 
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Mr. Soxotow. In September 1945 I was in Germany, in Berlin, and 
I got the order to organize special design office of automatic pilots for 
Russian industry. 

Mr. Morris. What was that word ? 

Mr. Soxo_ow. Automatic pilots. 

Mr. Morris. Automatic pilots? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes, for aircraft. And my duty was to find all 
scientists, all equipment, and to build in Germany a design office and 
experimental factory. Until 1946, spring, I got all equipment from 
the Soviet zone and from the American zone, and all scientists. The 
most scientists were from Askonia Works—that is what Mr. Howley 
talked about. And the few scientists brought to us the model from 
three gyroscope automatic pilots, which was developed in the war 
years. 

Mr. Morris. Who developed the automatic pilot 

Mr. Soxotow. Askonia. 

Mr. Morris. The Germans had developed it at Askonia ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. But this was not finished. And they brought 
to us, voluntary. We did not kidnap somebody in this time. And 
they brought to us this model and we developed further this model. 

In 1946 the whole factory was ready, and we have already models 
from this automatic pilot. But in our work, there was many troubles 
with German scientists. German scientists did not give us the com- 
plete information. The whole life what they had in this time was very 
good. They had very big salary, and military food, the same what 
Soviet officers got in this time. And this time was a big hunger in 
Germany. And German scientists came to us voluntary, in this office, 
from all zones. Only one time we looked for the designer of these 
pilots. This was Engineer Mueller. 

Mr. Morris. M-u-e-1-l-e-r ? 

Mr. Soxontow. M-u-e-l-l-e-r. And we could not find him. And 
then somebody gave us information that he is in the American Zone, 
American sector of Berlin. And I spoke with him. And he took first 
salary—this was 10,000 marks. And he promised me to work for our 
office. But another day what I visit him there he was not there more. 
And the nurse of this hospital, he told me that he is now by America, 
in American hospital. 

My duty was to report this to my boss, and after a few days, my 
boss told me that Mueller is NKVD. He visit his wife, and in this 
time he was kidnaped by NK VD. 

Mr. Morris. Which is the Soviet Secret Police ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes, in the American sector of Berlin. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you had, as a Soviet official—— 

Mr. Soxorow. Yes, I was chief engineer in this office. 

Mr. Morris. You had moved into Askonia. And you found the 
German plant virtually intact, is that right ? 

Mr. Soxonow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you were able to induce many of the scientists to 
continue working for you, is that right ? 

Mr. Soxoitow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. But the key man that you needed to complete the thing 
was Mueller, who was in the American Zone? 

Mr. Soxo.tow. Yes. 
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Mr. Morris. So that the Soviet NK VD was to go ahead and kidnap 
him, is that right ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were this whole group able to stay on working 
in East Germany, or were they later deported and shipped to the Soviet 
Union / 

Mr. Soxotow. No, Mueller was deported right away after kid- 
naping. 

Mr. Morris. Was he kept in Askonia at all after he was kidnaped ! 

Mr. Soxotow. No, no; he was in Moscow. 

Mr. Morris. He was sent right over to Moscow ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. How about some of the other engineers you people 
induced to work in the Soviet Zone of Germany ¢ 

Mr. Soxotow. And other people—this was in my work—about 680 
people, and about 120 scientists, was all voluntary. Nobody was kid 
naped. And all people come voluntary to us. 

Mr. Morris. But were they also deported to the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes; this was later. 

Mr. Morris. That was not voluntary, was it ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Pardon? 

Mr. Morris. That was not voluntary ? 

Mr. Soxotow. No; this was not voluntary. 

Mr. Morris. Is this how it was done? I want you to make it very 
clear tothe committee. In other words, some of these German scientists 
you induced to work with you by offering them good jobs and good 
pay ¢ 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. After they worked with you in East Germany, then 
they were forcibly deported to the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes; this was September 1946. I find, in west sector 
of Berlin, designer Gunther. This was for Mig—15 designer. 

Mr. Morris. Scientist Gunther ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What was Mueller’s first name? 

Mr. Soxotow. I am sorry, I do not know. 

Mr. Morris. What was Gunther’s first name 4 

Mr. Soxorow. Gunther; I forgot. 

Mr. Morris. Siegfried Gunther ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Siegfried Gunther; yes. And Siegfried Gunther 
worked voluntary for us, but we got information ‘that American 
Intelligence—no, I think England Tntelligence Service—is looking 
for Gunther. And I got a report, I got an order from Moscow to 
bring Gunther to Moscow. 

Mr. Morris. Forcibly ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. And I went to Gunther’s home. I took Gun- 
ther, and I went to the American FBI in the west sector of Berlin. 
And I told there that we have order that all scientists will be, in Octo- 
ber of this year, kidnaped to Russia. And the FBI or CIC—I do not 
know exactly what it was—the officer told me that I should not tell 
such a story, a children’s story, and I am a Russian spy, and I should 
go back to Russia. 

Mr. Morris. Who told you that? 





SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 5009 


Mr. Soxotow. A CIC officer; American. 

Mr. Morris. A CIC officer ¢ 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. That this was a wild tale? 

Mr. Soxotow. In this time was General Howley, commandant from 
Berlin, and he knows about this, and he knew about the deportation. 

Mr. Morris. That is the thing he mentioned in his statement? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. But he knew before the deportation. And I] 
do not know why this happened. And- 

Mr. Morris. Now, I wonder if you could tell us about some of the 
plans and the projects that you came upon after the Americans left ? 

Mr. Soxo.tow. In the American Zone ¢ 

Mr. Morris. Yes. Or in the Soviet Zone, if it was turned over by 
the Americans. 

Mr. Soxotow. This was in the American Zone, all underground 
factories from Siemens, from Askonia, and other big companies. We 
got all equipment completely. And in some factories we got the new 
types of BMV turbines, aircraft turbines, and nobody from the Amer 
ican Government took these turbines. But in this time America did 
not have these turbines. And only in Junkers, by Junkers Co., in 
Dessau, all drafting office and design office, all drawings completely 
were taken by the Americans. But all equipment and models, aircraft 
models, were there. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 


The Soviet dismantlers, this time in advance of the Red army, followed on the 
heels of the Allies into the areas which they had evacuated. The Junkers aircraft 
construction factories in Dessau, the engine factories of the same firm in Bern 
burg, the Siebel aircraft construction factories in Halle, the underground factories 
in Nordhausen, which had manufactured the V-2’s, and the aircraft plants of 
Siemens and Askania, near Helmstadt, now engaged the attention of the com 
missariat for the aviation industry. 

Individual dismantlers who were sent on a reconnaissance of the district 
encountered pleasant surprises everywhere. There were small factories, 
branches of Junkers and other firms, which had not been dismantled by the 
Americans and which were still working. In one small place on the banks of 
the Mulde they discovered a former paper factory which was still working 
on the assembly of BMV airplane turbines, the latest word in aviation techniques. 
Two stories of the factory building were filled with crates containing new tur 
bines in perfect order. 

The dismantlers could not believe their eyes. It was there that the Soviet 
Union caught up with the West—between the Oder and the Elbe. Sut did they 
in fact catch up with them? Didn’t the West rather allow itself to be overtaken 
because it counted on the sincerity of its Communist ally? Or was this a beauti 
fully calculated political trick designed to put a spoke in the wheel of the soviet- 
ization of Germany? 


[ wonder if you would amplify on that. That was true; was it not? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you would amplify on that? 

Mr. Soxorow. I told already. 

Mr. Morris. Can you add individual details about that? Can you 
add anything more than that general summary ¢ 

Mr. Soxotow. No. 

Mr. Morris. Did you see any of these plants personally ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes, sure. 

Mr. Morris. And could you tell us what particular equipment and 
what particular machinery was turned over to the Soviets¢ 
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Mr. Soxorow. All equipment was there completely—by Junkers, 
then by BMV. And I told that we found many models and many 
ready turbines and airplanes. 

Mr. Morris. I want toask you someting about de-Nazification. Did 
the Soviets allow the German scientists’ past politi ical associations with 
the Nazis to interfere with their being impressed into service ¢ 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes, we know about it. For instance, one director 
from Askonia was Dr. Lertes. 

Mr. Morris. Will you spell that please ? 

Mr. Soxotow. L-e-r-t-e-s ? 

Mr. Morris. L-e-r-t-e-s? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. He was Nazi from 1923. 

Mr. Morris. Did you take him, nevertheless, into the Soviet service ? 
Was he nevertheless taken into Soviet service ¢ 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes, sure. 

Mr. Morris. I mean the fact that he had been a Nazi did not inter- 
fere with his 

Mr. Soxotow. No. And he was my assistant. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, at this time in the American Zone George 
Shaw Wheeler was Chief of our De-Nazification Branch of the Man- 
power Division in the AMG, and, as such, he was in charge of all our 
de-Nazification policies there. It subsequently developed he was a 
Communist, and he abandoned his American nationality and has gone 
over to the Soviet Union. Mr. Mandel tells me he is now in Soviet 
Czechoslovakia. But he, at the same time, Senator, was the Chief of 
our De-Nazification Branch. And as the evidence brings out, if any- 
one had been associated with the Nazis, they were barred from par- 
ticipating, even coming to the United States and doing any scientific 
work. On the other hand, the Soviets were taking them regardless 
of their past associations. 

Senator Hruska. Does the record show where he was stationed at 
the time that all these events about which have been testified 

Mr. Morris. This is George Shaw Wheeler. 

Mr. Manpe.. He was in Berlin. He was in charge of de-Nazifica- 
tion for the War Manpower Division of the American Military Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what caused you to defect from the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Soxotow. I got the order to—for deportation of this scientist. 
But I could not do this. Then I promised all people—I hired all 
people, and I promised all people they will stay in Berlin. And by 
first order with Gunther, I took Gunther and went to—— 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you had promised, you as a Soviet 
official ? 

Mr. Soxoiow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Promised these scientists that if they worked with you 
they would be able to stay in German work ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. This was before I got the order. I did not 
know about this order. 

Mr. Morris. Yes. And then when you saw that they were all being 
deported, they felt you had let them down. So then you revolted ? 

Mr. Soxoiow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And the case of Gunther was the last straw ? 

Mr. Soxorow. Yes. 
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Mr. Morris. At the time of the Gunther order of deportation, what 
did you do? 

Mr. Soxotow. I told you that I took Gunther and went to the CIC 
in Berlin. 

Mr. Morris. And then when did you come to the United States? 

Mr. Soxoiow. 1954. 

Mr. Morris. Do you think that the United States, since 1946, based 
on your observations—do you think that the United States has been 
doing enough to induce defections from the Soviet Union? 

Mr. Soxo.ow. I am sorry. 

Mr. Morris. Do you feel that our policy with respect to defectors, 
xeople who would leave the Soviet Union, to come to our side, has 
Soa sufficient and adequate ¢ 

Mr. Soxotow. I cannot tell. 

Mr. Morris. You understand my question ¢ 

Mr. SokoLow. Not completely. 

Mr. Morris. Do you think the United States would profit by having 
people who are Soviet officials now come over to our side / 

Mr. Soxo.tow. I do not think so. 

Mr. Morris. You do not think we would gain anything by that? 

Mr. Soxorow. No. I understand that you mean from the Soviet 
Union people come, scientists, here / 

Mr. Morris. Yes. I can see you don’t understand my question. 

Mr. Soxotow. No. 

Mr. Morris. Do you think there are many people in the Soviet 
Union who feel the way you do, that they do not like what the 
Soviets are doing? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You feel there are? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Do you think anything should be done to have some 
of those people who feel the way you do come to our side? 

Mr. Soxotow. Sure. 

Mr. Morris. What do you think we could do? 

Mr. Soxorow. Not to make such a big error like the past time. You 
see, I was chief engineer in Askonia, scientists office. And then the 
American Government told me that I am a spy, a Russian spy, they 
do not believe me. I was in the street and I was since 1954 without 
regular jobin Germany. I could not find a job. 

Mr. Morris. Once you came over, you were neglected ? 

Mr. Soxotow. What? 

Mr. Morris. Once you came over to our side, we neglected you. We 
didn’t give you a job. 

Mr. Soxotow. No. I did not ask for a job. But I saw that I can- 
not find—for instance, in my profession. But nobody give me this. 
First, because I was Russian, and in Germany it is very difficult to 
find a job for foreign people. And I was garbage man, I was every- 
thing, but not in my profession. 

Senator Hruska. Do you know of any other instances where the 
Russians who came over like you did were treated likewise ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Oh yes, I know. 

Senator Hruska. Other scientists? 

Mr. Soxotow. All people have the same story like me. 

93215—58—pt. 893 
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Senator Hruska. And they found it difficult to find any professional 
work, is that the thing ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. And many people come back now to Russia. 

Senator Hruska. As a result of not being received in their chosen 
profession ¢ 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. Did some of them get to America ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes, from America come a few people to Russia 
back. 

Senator Hruska. Even from America they came? 

Mr. Soxotow. Even from America. 

Senator Hruska. You want to tell us that that same treatment was 
given to them here in America, of not giving them employment and not 
giving them a chance to work as scientists? Is that your observation ? 

Mr. Soxotow. You know, this is free country. 

Senator Hruska. Yes. 

Mr. Soxotow. I come to America, and my first job was cleaning 
garbage in a big hotel here I could do better job, but I did not speak 
E nglish, and I beg: in with this job. Iam proud that I have begun with 
such a job. Now I work as electrical engineer. This is not my pro- 
fession, but I do it. 

Senator Hruska. But you are capable of doing it, and you are 
working at it ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes, sure. 

Senator Hruska. Do you feel that you are being used as profitably 
as possible considering your capacities ! 

Mr. Soxotow. In this field, this is a strange field for me, but in 
another field, maybe I could Rin 

Senator Hruska. What other field would that be ? 

Mr. Soxorow. In aircraft. 

Senator Hruska. That is your specialty, aircraft and aircraft re- 
search ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. But I spoke with many people from aircraft- 
for instance, with Mr. Sikorsky—I knew him—and he told me that 
Lam not citizen, he cannot help me. 

Senator Hruska. And do you know of other cases just like that, just 
like your case, where, because they are not citizens, they cannot be 
given this work ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You find there has been no encour agement whatever 
for yourself and people in your position to come to our side? 

Mr. Soxoxow. It is difficult to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I might say that the record of the Internal 
Security Subcommittee for the last 6 years is replete with instances of 
how the United States has lost time and time again by its failure to 
have any kind of a policy to encourage defections from the Soviet 
Union. We have had scores of witnesses, both on the record and off 
the record, tell us—deplore the fact—that we have no policy to induce 
people to come from hele side over to our side. In fact, some of the 
people who have testified for us are now making moves to go back to 
the Soviet Union in their complete disillusionment as a result of the 
treatment they have received in the United States and in the West 
generally. 
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Mr. Soko.tow. But this is not the story with all people. All NKVD 
people who come to America are now consultant in Washington. 

Mr. Morris. They are now—— 

Mr. Soxotow. All NK VD people are now 

Mr. Morris. NK VD? 

Mr. SoxoLtow. Consultant in Washington. 

Mr. Morris. They are consultants ? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You mean on our side? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes, sure; in Washington. 

Mr. Morris. On the Russian side ? 

Mr. Soxotow. No; in Washington. 

Mr. Morris. In Washington 4 

Mr. Soxotow. In Washington. 

Mr. Morris. NK VD people are consultants in Washington? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And you think they are still loyal to the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Soxotow. These people are more important. 

Mr. Morrts. We would like to know who they are. Can you tell us 
who they are, I mean in executive session ¢ 

Mr. Soxoitow. You know better than me. 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us in executive session, not in the public 
record ? 

Mr. Soxotow. You mean the names? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. Not now, in session afterward. 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You will? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And these are people who work for the NK VD? 

Mr. Soxotow. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You say they have no trouble getting jobs? 

Mr. Soxotow. No. 

Mr. Morris. And you know who some of them are? 

Mr. Soxotow. I know. I hope that Mr. Abel will be consultant, 
too. 

Mr. Morris. I think, Senator, we should have a further session with 
the witness. 

Senator Hruska. Yes; that would be well. Anything further, Mr. 
Morris? 

Mr. Morris. No, Senator. We have some more possible witnesses 
along these lines, but we are not ready to present anything today. 

Senator Hruska. We will recess for about 10 or 15 minutes. 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 p. m., the subcommittee proceeded in execu- 
tive session. ) 

Senator Hruska. The subcommittee will come to order. Judge 
Morris, call the first witness, please. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, the first witness is Russell Ames, of Hampton, 
N. J., about whom there has been testimony here that Communist 
Party meetings were held in his home, and that he has made large 
contributions to the Communist Party in the Lehigh Valley area. We 
have called his name several times now, and apparently he is not here. 
We will look into the circumstances of that. 
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Senator Hruska. The staff will make a check on the service of the 
subpena, and if possible make contact with the witness for the purpose 
of later appearance. 

Mr. Morris. The witness I think we should call next is Alfred Henry 
Greenberg. 

By way of background, I would like to mention that Mr. Greenberg 
was subpenaed to be a witness at the subcommittee’s heari ing in Mem- 
phis about 6 weeks ago. At that time Mr. Greenberg plended he 
could not testify because he did not have enough time to | get a lawyer. 
Senator Jenner gave him additional time at that time, but he still re- 
quired moretime. Now—— 

Mr. Leviran. May we request no pictures and no movies, please 

Senator Hruska. Very well. The policy of the committee will 
honor that request. 

Mr. Levrran. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Since he was asked to testify at Memphis, it is very 
obvious, Senator, that he is competent to testify about Communist 
activities outside of Memphis. And I would like the record to show 
that, Senator, before we begin this hearing today. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. Will you stand and be sworn ? 

Mr. Greenserc. Before being affirmed, I would like to object to 
the action of the subcommittee in requiring my presence here on the 
ground that this subcommittee has no right to conduct this hearing 
under Senate Resolution 366 as repes ated in Senate Resolution 58 of 
the 8ist Congress, 1st session. I base this objection primarily upon 
the vagueness of the resolution as analyzed in the Peck decision and in 
the Supreme Court decision in the Watkins case. 

Any questions put to me at this hearing constitute an invasion of 
the rights of privacy, thoughts, associations, and freedom of speech 
guaranteed to me by the first amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Senator Hruska. Will you be sworn, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Mr. Greensers. I affirm that my statements will be truthful. 


TESTIMONY OF ALFRED HENRY GREENBERG, ACCOMPANIED BY 
HARRY LEVITAN, ESQ., HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Morris. Give your name and address to the reporter. 

Mr. Greenserc. Alfred Henry Greenberg, 35 West 87th Street, 
New York City. And I would like to request again at this time, sir, 
a statement from the subcommittee about the purpose of why I am 
here, why I have been called to testify. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Judge Morris, will you reply to the question ¢ 

Mr. Morris. The Internal Security Subcommittee from time to time, 
by way of carrying out its obligations of assessing the strength of 
the Communist Party, has to conduct hearings regionally. We re- 
ceived information in evidence that the present witness knew quite 
a bit about the Communist Party in the southern region, particularly 
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around the region of Memphis, Tenn., and since he was a competent 
witness to tell us about that activity, we want to ask him if he was, and 
to tell us what he knows about the activity there. 

Now, since, Senator, he has come in here today, he has given indica- 
tion that he knows about the Communist activity in other portions of 
the country. I would like to be able to ask him questions on that since 
now we know he is qualified to give testimony. 

Mr. Greenserc. Sir, I know nothing at all about espionage, sabo- 
tage, or any illegal activities, any attempts to overthrow the Govern- 
ment by force and violence. And for that reason I feel that the 
subcommittee has no power to ask me these questions which concern 
my political beliefs and associations. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair would like to state in answer to that 
latest assertion by the witness that the activity of this committee 
is not limited to illegal activities and conduct. After all, we are 

called upon to investigate and interrogate into the scope of activities 
and the methods of operations of the Communist Party. 

Some of those acts, while they may not be illegal at the present 
time, may be considered by the Senate and by the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States to be so harmful to public well being and 
to public security that they may want to make them illegal. And 
it is for the purpose of conducting an inquiry along that line that 
this committee does not consider itself bound by know ledge or by 
familiarity with illegal acts alone. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I would also like to point out that all the 
witnesses we have heard in executive session seem to be making that 
point. When we ask them about activities in the Communist Party, 
they volunteer the statement that they have not been engaged in 
esplonage. 

Senator, one of the things we are trying to determine is the rela- 
tionship between the Communist Party and some of the espionage 
generally. And there is no implication when we call a witness that 
the question is espionage. But the first witness today, Mr. Elitcher, 
yointed out that while he was serving as a member of the Communist 
P arty, acting in a unit operating out of Washington, that he was 
subjected to ‘invitations to engage in espionage. While he declined 
to do so, still the efforts were being made to recruit him from Com- 
munist Party activity into espionage, and therefore the susceptibility 
or the availability of Communists ‘for espionage is one of the things 
being considered by the Internal Security Committee. 

Mr. Greennerc. As I have said, I have no knowledge of any at- 
tempts by the Soviets or anybody else to engage me in espionage, 
either through the Communist Party or any other w: ay. 

Senator Hruska. Next question. 

Mr. Morris. Were you born in New York City on April 13, 1924? 

Mr. GreEenBeERG. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Morris. And did you get your A. B. from Columbia in 1941? 

Mr. GreenserG. No, 1 got my A. B. from Columbia in 1947. I 
entered Columbia in 1941 and my education was interrupted by 
service in the Armed Forces. 

Mr. Morris. And you served in the Army from 1945? 

Mr. Greenserc. I served in the Army from March of 1943 to 
November 1945. I was overseas for 14 months with 5 battle decorations 
of the Army Corps of Engineers. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, did you join the Communist Party while you 
were at Columbia University ? 

Mr. Greenserc. I did join the Communist Party in March of 1946, 
while I was a student at Columbia University. I am not now a mem 
ber of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you become head of the Rudolf Bourne Club 
of the Communist Party while you were at Columbia / 

Mr. Greenserc. Yes, I was the chairman of the Randolph Born 
Club, which was the name of the student Communist club at Columbia. 

Mr. Morris. And when did you become chairman of the Randolph 
Born Club? 

Mr. GreenserG. I cannot recollect, but it must have been sometime 
between 1946 and June of 1947, when I graduated and left Columbia. 

Mr. Morris. What was the total membership of the Randolph Born 
Club of the Communist Party at Columbia? What is the maximum 
membership ¢ 

Mr. Greenserc. The maximum membership, I don’t have a precise 
figure because that included the entire university, and I was not per- 
sonally familiar with all of them. But it was in the neighborhood, 
when I left—it was in the neighborhood of 75 or perhaps more. 

Mr. Morris. That is just undergraduates ? 

Mr. GREENBERG. No, that was the entire club. 

Mr. Morris. But students, and not faculty ? 

Mr. Greenserc. I knew of no faculty Communists. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what is your present position? What is your 
present job? 

Mr. Greenserc. As a result of having been subpenaed by this com- 
mittee, I am now unemployed. 

Mr. Morris. Well, haven’t you been the assistant editor of Women’s 
Wear Daily in New York City ? 

Mr. Greenserc. I was an editor of Women’s Wear Daily, and as a 
result of having been subpenaed here, my employers felt that knowl 
edge of my past activities would be embarrassing to them, and they 
asked for my resignation, or discharged me. 

Senator Hruska. Did they so state in wr iting, or is this just verbal ? 

Mr. GreenperG. They stated this verbally to me. 

Mr. Morris. Well, now, were you the head of the Tom Paine Com- 
munist Party Club in Memphis, in December 1952? 

Mr. Greenserc. I knew of 3 Communist Party club in Memphis 
called the Tom Paine Club. I did become the chairman of the Com- 
munist Party Club in Memphis, but I do not believe the date would 
have been 1952. Well, it may have been toward the end of 1952. I cer- 
tainly was chairman of the Communist Party club in the period up to 
my leaving in 1954, June 1954, when I left Memphis. 

‘Mr. Morris. Now, you were active in the Communist Party in Mem 
phis from what period of time ¢ 

Mr. Greenserc. Well, I joined the Communist Party in Memphis, 
I think it was toward the end of the summer of 1950. I don’t remem 
ber the exact month. And I left when I left Memphis in June of 

1954—I had no further connections as an officer of the Communist 
Party of Memphis, and in fact I held no further office in the Commu 
nist Party of the United States after June 1954, though I remained 
a member until—the last I paid dues was toward the end of 1956. 
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Mr. Morris. You stopped paying dues at the end of 19564 

Mr. Greenserc. That is correct. 

Senator Hruska. And where were those dues paid ? 

Mr. Greenserc. They were paid in New York City. 

Mr. Morris. While you were a member of the Communist Party, 
did you for instance, pass out Stockholm peace petitions? 

Mr. Greensere. I circulated the Stockholm peace petition in Mem 
phis, which was a petition calling for the banning of the atomic bombs, 
a position that I supported then and still feel is essential for humanity. 

[I was not a member of the Communist Party in Memphis when | 
was circulating this peace petition. I had not yet begun to pay dues to 
tue Memphis Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. But you were a Communist ? 

Mr. Greensera. [ was a Communist since 1941 in my thinking, yes. 

Mr. Morris. Did you aid the committee for the Rosenbergs ¢ 

Mr. Greenserc. There was no official committee for the Rosenbergs 
in Memphis. I did write a letter that I can recall, to the Memphis 
Commercial Appeal, and in which I stated my belief about the Rosen 
bergs. But—and I also participated, I believe—attended a meeting 
that was on that subject in Memphis. I don’t recall where, or under 
whose auspices. But it was not a Communist meeting. It was not 
a meeting of the Rosenberg committee, as such. It was a local Mem 
phis group that had discussed this. 

Mr. Morris. You were the editor of the Cotton Trade Journal—an 
editor ¢ 

Mr. Greenserc. I was the associate news editor of the Cotton Trade 
Journal. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you hold that position ¢ 

Mr. Greensera. From 1953, March or April 1953, until, well, the 
spring of 1954, when I left. 

Mr. Morris. And what was your first employment after you left 
Memphis? 

Mr. Greenserc. My first employment after I left Memphis was at 
the end of August 1954, as news editor of the Hosiery and Underwear 
— in New York City. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what was the extent of the Communist Party of 
Memphis while you were the chairman of it? How numerous were 
they ¢ 

Mr. Greenserc. It was a small group. It varied in size over the 
period that I was familiar with it from, well, as few as 2 or 3 to about 
12. This was people who were coming and going, and they were a 
group that was never very effective nor very active. The primary 
activities consisted of meetings and discussion of current events, but 
rarely carried these into action in any way—primarily, I would say, 
because of fear at the particular time in Memphis of recriminations 
that would incur on people who engaged in Communist activities. 

Senator Hruska. In connection with those activities, was there use 
of Communist literature ? 

Mr. Greenserc. There was use of Communist literature. None of 
this literature advocated force or violence or anything illegal. They 
took positions on specific events of the day—whether it was for more 
housing, or in favor of better schools, in favor of integration in the 
South. These were positions that the Communist Party had publicly 
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taken, and which the group in Memphis attempted to circulate and 
promulgate. 

Senator Hruska. What was the source of the literature which was 
circulated and used by the group in Memphis? 

Mr. Greenserc. Some of it was literature published in New York. 
Other was literature that we mimeographed ourselves in Memphis. 

Senator Hruska. At any time during the course of your activities 
in the Memphis group, was ‘the history and tradition of the Communist 
Party and its ultimate goals considered ? 

Mr. Greenserc. We very often discussed Marxist theory in general, 
Communist theory in general, and its application to America. And 
the ultimate goals never were put down in terms of an attempt to over- 
throw the Government by force and violence. The ultimate goals 
always were expressed in bringing a Socialist economy. 

Senator Hruska. Did your consideration jump from Karl Marx to 
1954, or did you stop a little while in Russia, in Moscow, in more recent 
years, by way of explaining that doctrine? 

Mr. Greenserc. I don’t understand what you mean by “stopping in 
Russia.” 

Senator Hruska. I mean in your consideration of the historical posi- 
tion and the objectives of the Communist Party, you have mentioned 
Marx, and so on. Did you jump from his position in political and 
social life to 1954, or did you consider also some of the pronouncements 
and some of the declared objectives of Stalin, for example, and Khru- 
shchev and the rest of the leaders of the present Russian nation ? 

Mr. GreenserG. We read widely, and we accepted what we felt was 
valuable and what was invaluable—and threw out what was not valu- 
able of things we read, whether it was in the local press or in our read- 
ings of any kind, including Marxist literature. I, for one, have never 
accepted Marxism as dogma, nor the writings of Marx, nor the writings 
of any of his followers, as a dogma that applied to the United States. 

This was a method. And there were disagreements among various 
people. Some of these disagreements—w ell, with the application of 
Marx’s theories, I would say most of these people who were attracted 
by the force of Marxist thought and entered the Communist Party 
thinking this was an application, eventually, with the consistent 
application of Marxist thought, also moved out of the Communist 
Party. But there were those inside the Communist Party who also 
believe that they are followers of Marx. 

Senator Hruska. Now, what other connections did you have with 
the New York offices of the Communist Party, aside from using them 
as a source of Communist literature ? 

Mr. Greenserc. Well, a portion of dues was paid through to them. 
And generally they learned of the activities to the extent that we car- 
ried them out. 

Senator Hruska. How did they learn of those activities? 

Mr. Greenserc. Well, either through stories that were sent to the 
Daily Worker 

Senator Hruska. By whom? 

Mr. Greenserc. I wrote some of them. And I was not a correspond- 
ent of the Daily Worker in the sense that I was ever in the employ of 
the Daily Worker, but I did write pieces from Memphis. That was 
probably the most frequent method of contact. 
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Senator Hruska. Now, did you receive any instructions—did your 
group or you personally receive any instructions from the ( vommunist 
Party heads in New Yor k, or elsewhere. as to what your activities 
should be or what you should do? 

Mr. Greenserc. The Communist Party did send field representa- 
tives through from time to time. These field representatives would 
meet with the local groups and discuss what they had been doing, and 
their suggestions were usually in terms of selling more of the literature 
that they had to distribute and attempting to involve more people in 
activities. ‘They were usually quite frustrated by the lack of activity 
that they saw. 

Senator Hruska. And what did they urge you to do in order to re 
lieve themselves of that feeling of frustration ? 

Mr. GREENBERG. ‘To become more active; to involve more people. 

Senator Hruska. In what way? 

Mr. GreenserG. Well, they were in favor— 

Senator Hruska. More active in the same line you had been 
following ? oe 

Mr. GREENBERG. Yes; in the participation in forums, in distributing 
more literature, urging greater trade-union activity, or activity in be- 
half of interracial aims in the South in particular. This was always a 
prime objective. 

Senator Hruska. When you say “activity,” what do you mean? 
What did they urge you to do by way of activity ? 

Mr. Greenserc. Well, to support the efforts of the Negro people 
in the South. 

Senator Hruska. In what way? Just vocally or action of some 
kind ¢ 

Mr. GreeNnserc. Well, vocally as an action, of course. To speak 
about it. When there were cases of police brutality, as often happened 
in Memphis against Negroes, to urge citizen action, to protest this 
sort of things, urging steps to break down segregation in various 
phases of southern life. Communists wanted to “pl: Ly a major role in 
this. 

Senator Hruska. They wanted to improve the world; is that the 
idea ¢ 

Mr. Greenserc. They wanted to play a major role in ending segre- 
gation. I will say that the efforts that the Negro people have m: 1ade 
and the forward steps they have made have not been primarily as a 
result of the Communists. But the Communists have been urging 
this sort of thing, and supported it. 

Senator Hruska. During all of this activity, and during all of the 
things which you have been describing here, over the period of 4 
years that you were in Memphis, were you or any of the other members 
of the group aware of the announced-——-many times announced—goals 
of the Communist Party, to forcibly overthrow the United States Gov- 
ernment by force and violence ? 

Mr. GreeNBERG. We had often heard such charges and we did not 
believe them, because, in our own discussions, we knew what we be- 
lieved, and we constantly gave out literature to the effect saying it is 
not very wise to hear about communism only from those who hate 
communism or attack it, but listen to what the Communists them- 
selves say. 
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Senator Hruska. On the occasions when these representatives of 
the Communist Party from New York and elsewhere came to you, 
did you inquire as to whether or not it was true that they were trying 
to overthrow the Government of the United States by force and vio- 
lence? 

Mr. Greenzerc. These representatives had the same views as we 
had about it. 

Senator Hruska. Did they deny they had such declared objectives? 

Mr. GreenserG. They did. And to my knowledge I believe that 
they were sincere. I disagreed with some of the stands they took 
then, and I disagree with some they may be taking today. But I 
never had any doubt about their sincerity that they did not advocate 
force and violence. I certainly never heard any of them so advocate. 

Senator Hruska. How would you summarize their declared objec- 
tives and their program? Would you summarize it for us? 

Mr. Greenserc. It was summarized in the Communist Party’s con- 
stitution. There was a part in the constitution which said any mem- 
ber who advocated force and violence would be expelled. I believe 
this. I couldn’t see how a political organization could function telling 
its members one thing 

Senator Hruska. You could not conceive of that ? 

Mr. GREENBERG. I could not. Its members would be working against 
its own principles. 

Senator Hruska. If they had such principles to start out with ? 

Mr. GreenserG. Yes. I say that if they are telling their members 
one set of principles and guarding another as their real objectives, it 
would be working against the so-called real objectives. 

Senator Hruska. Some of the charges against the Communist Party 
have been just that: That they resort to deceit and betrayal at the 
slightest provocation in order to advance their program. 

Mr. Greenserc. That is true. 

Senator Hruska. Do you believe those charges to be true? 

Mr. Greenserc. I do not believe those to be true, insofar as it ap- 
plied to force and violence. 

Senator Hruska. In what respect do you regard them to be true? 

Mr. Greenserc. Well, I do not have any evidence of deceit on the 
part of the Communist Party leaders or the Communist Party pro- 
gram. There are many points that I disagree with their program, 
and feel that it was not attaining the objectives. 

Senator Hruska. Do you feel that the Communist Party is com- 
posed of men and women who are men and women of honor and in- 
tegrity. and who propose to follow through pursuant to the lines 
indicated in their constitution ? 

Mr. Greenserc. Those that I met—and these were people who 
had a very, a great amount of dedication, because they suffered enor- 
mously. People have lost their jobs, as I lost mine in this instance, 
simply because it was threatened that my past membership would be 
revealed. But Communists knew that they were threatened even with 
what they felt was illegal imprisonment for their views. 

Now, for men to uphold these views in the face of such public pres- 
sure, it would seem to me that they had to be dedicated to the belief 
that what they were doing was right. And those I met, and based on 
things that I have read from, of public statements of any of the lead- 
ers, I have no evidence to the contrary. 








SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 5()21 


, Senator Hruska. And in all of your reading of the Communist 
Party and its activities in America, and elsewhere, you still would say 
that you have no evidence of any deceit or any betrayal or any lack of 
principle on the part of Communists generally ? 

Mr. Greenserc. I cannot talk about Communist Parties elsewhere. 
I have not read all their literature. 

Senator Hruska. Well, you read the newspapers, you read maga- 
zines, you read books, don’t you, on that subject? I presumed you h: ad. 
You have told us you have. 

Mr. GREENBERG. That is true. 

Senator Hruska. And from all your reading- 

Mr. Greenserc. That Communists have never been treacherous on 
any particular occasion? I wouldn’t say that a Communist is any 
purer than any other type of individual. Iam sure there are examples 
of individual Communists who have been treacherous or cases of 
treachery in terms of a specific political event. But in my experience 
in the Communist Party of the United States, I did not at any time feel 
that this was true of this movement. 

Senator Hruska. Now, would you feel that they would be capable 
of recruiting men and women in Government to engage in espionage ? 

Mr. GreeserG. I had no such knowledge of it. 

Senator Hruska. Were you present in the courtroom here this 
morning? 

Mr. Greenserc. I heard this evidence. 

Senator Hruska. And you heard the testimony there ? 

Mr. GREENBERG. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. Would you accept instances of that kind as being 
ns within America / 

Mr. Greenserc. The possibility I don’t know. I have not cross- 
examined these people, and I am not one that could or should. But I 
will say that, as a Communist, I believed—when I was a Communist 
I believed that this sort of testimony was not true. I thought that 
most of it was—— 

Senator Hruska. What do you think now ! 

Mr. Greenperc. Well, I think that some of what I have heard 
now—I am not referring to the testimony in this courtroom, but cer- 

tainly much of what I had heard about the Soviet Union I had to re- 
evaluate in terms of what I had le: arned from Khrushchev’s speeches, 
for instance, and some of the activities since then. 

Senator Hruska. Did you do any reevaluation of your opinion of 
the Communist Party as of a year ago when they w aded into Hungary / 

Mr. Greenserc. The Communist Party in America did not take any 
position on the Hungarian revolt. I personally took a very strong 
position, just as 1 oppose suppression of workers movements here and 
shooting down by police of strikers anywhere—I certainly opposed the 
shooting down of the Hungarian workers by the foreign tanks. And | 
took a rather strong position at the time about it. The Communist 
Party in this country did not take any special stand on Hungary. 

Senator Hruska. They didn’t condemn the action in Hungary, did 
they? The Communist Party of the United States has not yet con- 
demned the action that the Russian Soviets took in Hungary. Isn’t 
that true? 
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Mr. Greenserc. In the first place, we are discussing me, and I did. 
Now, the Daily Worker had an editorial—I don’t want to defend it, 
because I thought it was not strong enough. But it was an editorial 
which did, to a certain extent, condemn the Russian action. 

Senator Hruska. Would you be able to get us that editorial 
refer us to the date? 

Mr. Greensere. I don’t remember the date, but I am sure I can 
find it. And it would have been in October of 1956. 

Senator Hruska. We have been in the business a long time, and we 
have been sort of looking for something to that effect and perhaps it 
—— our attention. 

Mr. GreenserG. It didn’t escape the attention of the New York 
Times. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. Now, Mr. Witness, you referred to 
the question of dues that had been paid and that had been collected. 

Mr. Greenperc. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. What were those dues?) How much were they ? 

Mr. Greenserc. The schedule of dues of the Communist Party is 
listed in its constitution. I don’t recall at the moment. 

Senator Hruska. And did that all stay with the local unit or go to 
the national headquarters ? 

Mr. GREENBERG. Some of this would be passed on. The percentage 
is also specified in the constitution. I do not recall these details. 
But some of this would be passed on to a national representative. 

Senator Hruska. Did you on any occasion handle funds for the 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Greenserc. Yes, I did. 

Senator Hruska. Will you tell us about that ? 

Mr. Greenserc. Well, I collected dues. 

Senator Hruska. Aside from the collection and remittance of dues, 
did you ever handle any funds for the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Greenserc. Well, I would have handled funds in many ways. 
The collection of dues—handling of funds would have been in relation 
to collection of dues, or fund drives. 

Senator Hruska. My question is, Other than the collection of dues 
and the handling of money derived from dues, did you handle any 
funds for the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Greenserc. Also money derived from fund drives. Outside 
of that, no. 

Senator Hruska. Did you receive any funds from the Communist 
Party in New York or any other club besides your own in Memphis, 
on any occasion ¢ 

Mr. GreensBera. Receive money in what connection ? 

Senator Hruska. I don’t know what connection. I am asking you 
if you ever received any money from any other Communist Party 
unit or Communist Party heads other than Memphis. 

Mr. Reporter, will you read that last question, please ‘ 

Mr. GREENBERG. Was the question, Did I receive money from any 
Communists ¢ 

(The last question, as recorded, was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Greenserc. Well, yes, when I was chairman of the Communist 
Party at Columbia University, I also received the dues and fund 
drives there. And I would have—I can’t recall occasions, but I would 
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have taken money from any particular club I was connected with to 
turn over to another Communist, if it had to do with regular organiza 
tional details of the Communist Party, just as any organization does 
in its collection of dues and funds. I was never in the employ of the 
Communist Party, if that was the meaning of the question. 

Senator Hruska. Was there an occasion in June 1955, when the 
Communist Party in Memphis gave you $300 for transfer or for 
remittance to New York ? 

Mr. Greenserc. As I stated before, I do not recall the date and I 
do not recall the amount, but there was a time when I had visited 
Memphis and collected some money which was dues which I brought 
back to New York. 

Senator Hruska. And that was after you had moved away from 
Memphis? 

Mr. GreenserG. That is correct. 

Senator Hruska. You moved away in 1954? 

Mr. GREENBERG. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. How often did you revisit Memphis, and when / 

Mr. Greenserc. The last time I revisited Memphis was October 28, 
at the behest of this committee. The time prior to that was—— 

Senator Hruska. What year was that ? 

Mr. Greensere. 1957. October 27, 28, and 29. The time prior to 
that was Christmas time. I don’t recall the exact dates, but it was over 
the Christmas holidays, in 1956. I was visiting my in-laws with my 
family. And one time prior to that, I don’t recall the date—that must 
be the date you are referring to—June of 1955, when I went down for 
the express purpose of visiting the Communist Party club there. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Greenberg, you went to Budapest, Hungary, in 
1949, did you not ? 

Mr. Greenserc. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Morris. You went there to the Second World Youth Congress? 

Mr. Greenserc. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. You wrote this letter in the Daily Worker of Monday, 
April 2, 1956, signed “A. G.,” in which you make reference to your visit 
there ; do you recall that letter ? 

Mr. GREENBERG. Well, it was not read to me. 

Mr. Leviran. May we see the letter, sir? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Greenserc. Well, without having studied it carefully, it looks 
like the letter I wrote. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you would just read that paragraph, about 
your visit to Budapest in 1949? 

Mr. GREENBERG (reading) : 

All well and good, as far as it went. But on a trip to Hungary for the Youth 
Festival in Budapest in 1949 I visited the Museum of the Revolution. There was 
not a single mention of Bela Kun there. I asked about it, and one guide told me 
he never heard of him; another said simply “He was a Trotzkyite traitor.” I have 
to admit I accepted that. 

Senator Hruska. Would you read the last paragraph of the letter / 

Mr. GreenserG. The last paragraph, which I don’t recall writing, 
says: 

Long live the restoration of Marxist-Leninist principles to the Communist 
movement. a 
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But I may well have. 

Senator Hruska. It’s the preceding paragraph in which you express 
your thoughts ? 

Mr. GREENBERG (reading) : 

When a man is accused of a crime in a Socialist country we can no longer, nor 
should we ever, have assumed that he is automatically guilty. We didn’t accept 
the framed evidence against the Rosenbergs. We should far less accept simple 
accusations without evidence. 

And those are still my sentiments. 

Mr. Morris. You think the evidence in the Rosenberg case was 
framed ? 

Mr. Greenserc. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Morris. Have you any evidence ? 

Mr. Greenserc. Based on a cursory reading of the case—and I will 

say I am always willing to reexamine it in the light of more evidence. 

Mr. Morris. Have you any specific point in Mmind to come to the 
attention of the committee? Because if there was framed evidence, we 
should certainly know about it. 

Mr. Greenserc. I recall reading something about a table. I am not 
an expert in this subject. I really have read literature about it, and 
along with scientists like Dr. Harold Urey or Einstein or others who 
expressed grave doubts about the possibility of passing the scientific 
evidence that was alleged to have been passed in the Rosenberg case, to 
a Russians, passed in such manner—and more recently men like Dr. 

Edward Teller and others have expressed grave doubts that espionage 
has been the method that the Russians have—the reason that the Rus- 
sians have succeeded in putting the sputnik up in the air. 

My own view is that the secrets that we Bate in this country do 
not lie in the realm of science, which is international. The secrets 
we have, which I would like very much for the Russians to steal, are 
the secrets of our Democratic heritage, habeas corpus, and the right 
of free discussion. I would like to see that extended here and I 
would like to see it stolen from us all over the world. 

Senator Hruska. You don’t think what Fuchs, for example, took 
over to Russia, might have been of any assistance to them ? 

Mr. Greenserc. I have no personal knowledge of any of this. 1 
know, in the period that many of these charges were m: ade, that there 
was much hysteria, and I think that, in the light of calmer days, 
historians might reevaluate some of the ev idence that is supposed to 
have been passed. 

Senator Hruska. And for your part, you are willing to extend 
them great charity and tolerance and the benefit of the doubt, until 
they are proven a little more guilty? Is that your general thinking‘ 

Mr. Greenserc. No, that is not my thinking. My thinking is th: at 
political persecutions are responsible for a good deal of the hysteria 
that developed in this country. As far as any acts of espionage, I 
know of none personally. I don’t condone any acts of espionage. 

Mr. Morris. Do you consider the trial of the Rosenbergs political 
persecution ? 

Mr. Greenserc. I considered that was certainly part of it. I don't 
think it was possible for the Rosenbergs to have passed the scientific 
evidence that they were supposed to have solidi: They may have 
been guilty of crimes. I don’t know this. 

Mr. Morris. People have testified that he gave it to them. 





SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 5025 


Mr. Greenserc. Well, people testify for all kinds of reasons. And 
[ feel that one is not always obliged to believe what one hears in 
testimony. 

Mr. Morris. One last question. Would you say the last sentence 
of the letter to the Daily Worker of April 2, 1956, in which you say, 

“Long live the restoration of the Marxist-Leninist principles to the 
. ommunist movement,” does that reflect your present-day thinking or 

vas that just in 1956? 

Mr. Greenserc. At that time I would have liked to have seen what 
[ then regarded as the Marxist-Leninist principles restored to the 
Communist movement. I felt they had been sullied and that the 
various things revealed both in this country and elsewhere in the 
Communist movement were not in the spirit that most of the Commu 
nists had joined. 

Since then, I have been examining many of my former views, and 
I am not sure at all that I would even indorse Leninism. I disagree 
with the Communist Party’s general acceptance of democratic cen 
tralism as a method of organization, which I find valid for a given 
historical period, but certainly not in a country such as ours, or 
generally, and certainly not after the achievement of socialism in a 
particular country. I still regard myself as a man who would like 
to see this country’s economy organized on a more rational basis, and 

I don’t think that there is anything illegal about this. I have never 
felt it was. And I don’t think that the coer t Party is the 
means whereby this is going to be achieved. But I have hopes that 
a democratic America will do this one day. 

Senator Hruska. Any further questions ? 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

Senator Hruska. Allright. The witness is dismissed. 

( Witness excused.) 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I would like the record to show, before the 
last witness leaves, that I had difficulty in asking questions of that wit 
ness because he had restricted his testimony to answers wherein he 
would not involve any other people. And as you know, we made a 
record of his refusal to answer on that basis in executive session, and we 
are going to take it up with the full subcommittee. But I would like 
the open record to show I was handicapped in my asking questions of 
him because of the limitation I adhered to. 

Mr. Leviran. May the record show he took that position based on his 
understanding of the Watkins decision of the Supreme Court and the 
Peck decision dealing specifically with the power of this committee 
handed down by the “United States District Court of the District of 
Columbia. 

Senator Hruska. The record made in the executive session will con 
tain the statement made by the witness in full, and it might be observed 
parenthetically here that it was an extensive statement. 

Mr. Morris. David Karol. 


TESTIMONY OF DAVID KAROL, ACCOMPANIED BY HARRY 
LEVITAN, ESQ., HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Leviran. Mr. Chairman, will you please direct that no pictures 
be taken ? 
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Senator Hruska. Yes. During the testimony of those who do not 
desire the use of cameras during their testimony, will those interested 
please observe the policy of the committee in that regard? This wit- 
ness has been sworn. 

Mr. Morris. Give your name and address to the reporter. 

Mr. Karot. David Karol, 7309 North Mullenberg Street, Allen- 
town, Pa. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Karox. I am manager of a furniture store, part owner. 

Mr. Morris. Where? 

Mr. Karo. Souderton, Pa. 

Mr. Morris. What county is that in? Montgomery County? 

Mr. Karon. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, we have had testimony that this particular 
witness was a member of the Allentown City Club of the Communist 
Party, and was in charge of Communist Party literature of the Lehigh 
Valley section of Pennsylvania, and a large contributor to the Com- 
munist Party in the Lehigh Valley area. And we would like to ask 
him if that evidence is true; and if it is true, if he will tell us about 
that Communist Party activity. 

Mr. Karo. I am not a member now of the Communist Party, and 
have not been a member for the past 2 years. 

| refuse to answer because it is a violation of my rights under the 
first amendment and under the fifth amendment, which protects me 
against being a witness against myself. 

Senator Hruska. The objections on the basis of the first amend- 
ment are overruled, but the Chair will sustain the objections based 
upon the fifth amendment, that portion thereof which relates to self- 
incrimination. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Karol, have you been, as a witness before this sub- 
committee has testified, in charge of Communist Party literature for 
the Lehigh Valley section of Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. Karov. I know nothing about espionage, or never was involved 
in anything for the overthrow of the Government by force or violence. 

Senator Hruska. The answer was not responsive to the question. 
Will you ask the question again, please, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. Were you, Mr. Karol, as was testified to by a witness 
before this committee, in charge of Communist Party literature for 
the Lehigh Valley section of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. Karo. I refuse to answer for the same reasons that I stated 
before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. In view of the witness’ responses, Senator, I will ask 
no more questions of this witness now. 

Senator Hruska. How long is it since you have been a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Karor. I have not been a member for more than 2 years. 

Senator Hruska. That is all. The witness is excused. 

( Witness excused. ) 

Senator Hruska. Next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Irvin Riskin. 
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TESTIMONY OF IRVIN RISKIN, ACCOMPANIED BY HARRY 
LEVITAN, ESQ., HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Riskrn. Please, no pictures and no movies. 

Senator Hruska. No pictures on this witness, please. The 
has been sworn. You may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, again, the testimony before the subcommittee 
has been—Herman Thomas testified before the subcommittee 

Mr. Levrran. I beg your pardon, sir. I was conferring with my 
chent. Would you be kind enough to repeat that question. 

Mr. Morris. I had not addressed a question to the witness yet. I 
was just saying that Mr. Thomas has testified that the witness here 
has been active in the Lehigh Valley section of the Communist Party, 
and, Senator, I would like to ask him about the activ ity of the Com- 
munist Party in the Lehigh Valley section. 

Have you been a member of the Lehigh Valley section of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Risky. I refuse to answer this question because it is a viola- 
tion of my rights under the first amendment, and also under the fifth 
amendment, which protects me against being a witness against myself. 

Senator Hruska. The objection will be overruled as to the privilege 
asserted under the first amendment. It will be allowed, however 
to the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Have you acted as liaison between the Communist 
Party, district 3, and the Lehigh Valley section of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Risky. I am not now a member of the Communist Party and 
for the same reasons as before, I refuse to anwer the question. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active in the Communist Party in 
Washington, D.C. ? 

Mr. Riskrn. Same reasons, I refuse to answer the question. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a meeting called the Peoples Vigil for 
the FEPC in Washington, D. C., on July ‘] 1,1950? 

Mr. Risxrn. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as I stated before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. What persons, to your knowledge members of the Com- 
munist Party, were present at that meeting ? 

Mr. Risxrn. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. Were you active in fund raising in the Rosenberg 
case ¢ 

Mr. Risx1n. I refuse to answer for the same reasons as indicated 
before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. You have been the manager of a Federal housing pro- 
ject, have you not ? 

Mr. Risxrn. I believe that was my title, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Manager. When was that ? 

Mr. Risxin. I am not sure as to the dates. I beheve it was some- 
time in *43—’42 or °43, or 44. 


93215—58—pt. &9 5 
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Mr. Morris. During that period, were you a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Risxrn. I refuse to answer for the same reasons as stated 
before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. Do you recall whether you were ever asked to make 
an affirmation or oath that you were not a member of the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. Risxry. I refuse to answer that on the same basis. I would 
like to state at this time that I have never engaged in anything which 
I feel it is to the detriment of the country, overthrow of the Govern- 
ment by fore eorv iolenc ‘e,. or espionage or sab i ge. 

Senator Hruska. The chairman would like to say on behalf of the 
subcommittee that the reason for your appearance here, Mr. Witness, 
is not to accuse you of any crime or say you committed any crime. 
We want certain information from you, if you are qualified to give 
it. We feel it is information—in fact, we are convinced it is infor- 
mation which would be highly pertinent to the objects of legislative 
inquiry here. 

On the other hand, as long as you are not willing to answer, and 
have a constitutional basis for refusing to answer, we cannot go 
beyond that. 

Any further questions ? 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active in the Communist Party in 
Detroit ¢ 

Mr. Riskin. For the same reasons as stated before, I refuse to 
answer. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been an instructor in Marxist-Leninism 
classes ¢ a 

Mr. Risxin. For the same reason, I refuse to answer. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions in view of the witness’ posi- 
tion. Senator, I would like to have his Government employment record 
inserted into the record. Counsel may want to see it before it goes in. 

Senator HrusKxa. It may become a part of the record. The witness 
is excused. 

(The document referred to above was marked “Exhibit No. 545” 
and reads as follows, with unanswered questions omitted :) 


Exurisit No. 545 
PreRsoNAL History STATEMENT 


Department or Establishment: United States Housing Authority. Date: June 7, 
1939. 

1. Name in full: Riskin, Irving. 

2. Present address : 5513 7th St. N. W., Washington, D. C. 
3. Legal (voting) residence : New York, 22nd, Kings County, New York. 
Where born : New York—Brooklyn, New York. When born: August 13, 1918. 
«& Indicate sex, marital condition, and race: Sex: Male. Marital condition: 
ingle. Race: White. 
is Number and ages of dependents domiciled with you : None. 

8. A complete record of your past service for the United States Government 
other than military or naval: None. 

9. Are any members of your family, who are domiciled with you, in the U. 8. 
yovernment service? No. 

10. Do you now hold any State or municipal office? No. 


- 
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11. Are you the wife of a disabled veteran or widow or orphan of a person who 
was in the military or naval service? No. 

14. Statement of principal employment other than with the United States 
Government : 


Name and address of employer Position and character of work Length of 
ery < 
Estellite Mfg. Co., 576 Broadway, N. Y Receiving clerk 6 mo. 
Levolite Mfg. Co., Grand & Mulberry St., | Plater’s helper. Chromium plater l yr 
Ruby Lamp, 420 W 14th St., N. Y. C. Platers helper 1 yr. 6 mo. 
Kent Metal, 490 Johnson Ave. Bklyn, N. Y Tinsmith & helper-- 6 mo. 


15. Education: College, 4 years. Name of college: Brooklyn Evening College. 
16. In case of emergency, notify Mrs. Lena Riskin. Relationship: Mother. 
Post office address: 938 Eastern Parkway, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
I certify that the foregoing answers are correct to the best of my knowledge 
and belief. 
IRVING RISKIN. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 7th day of June, A. D. 19389 at 
Washington, D. C. 


[SEAL] HERMAN J. BREGMAN, 
Notary Public. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR UNITED STATES HousING AUTHORITY 
APPLICATION AND PERSONAL-HISTORY STATEMENT 


JUNE 9, 1939. 

1. Name: Mr. Irving Riskin. 

2. Present address: 5513 7th St. N. W., Washington, D.€. 

3. Legal residence: 938 Eastern Parkway, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

4. Home telephone No.: RAndolf 1350. 

5. Where born: New York—Brooklyn. When born: Aug. 13, 1918. 

7. Indicate sex, marital status, and race: Sex: Male. Marital status: single. 
Race: White. 

8. How many persons are dependent upon you for support? Partially, 2; 
Ages 45-14. Relationship: Mother, Brother. 

9. Are any members of your family living with you now in the employ of 
the U. S. Government or of the Government of the District of Columbia: None. 

10. Are any of your relatives, not living with you, in the employ of the United 
States Housing Authority? If so, give name and relationship: None. 

11. What Federal civil service examinations have you taken? Title of ex- 
amination: Asst. Messenger. Date of examination: Oct. 1938. Grade 99. 

12. Are you at present employed by the U. 8. Government in a civil service 
position? yes. If so, have you completed your probationary period? no. Are 
you in departmental or field service? dept. 

15. Will you accept a position, the duties of which involve constant travel? 
Yes. 

17. What is the lowest entrance salary you will accept? $1,080 per year. 

19. Explain fully any physical defects or infirmities you may have: 10% loss 
of index finger of left hand. 

20. How many working days have you lost in the past 2 years because of 
illness? 7 days. What was the nature of the illness? colds. 

21. Have you ever been refused life insurance? no. 

22. Are there any unsatisfied judgments on record against you? no. 

23. Have you ever had a surety bond canceled or an application declined by a 
bonding company? no. 

24. Have you ever been arrested, indicted, or convicted for any violation of 
law other than a minor traffic violation? no. 

25. Military and naval records: none. 

27. If you are receiving a pension or compensation from the Veterans Admin- 
istration, state particulars (if for disability, state percentage and nature) : none. 
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29. Education: College, 4 years—evening. 


Dates of attendance 


month and yea Semester 
Name and location of college nln . -| hours credit 
received 
From To— | 
Brooklyn College. . 1935 1939 42 


36. Are you a notary public? No. 

39. Experience: In the following spaces, give a complete record of all employ 
ment you have had, including Government employment and military service, and 
accounting for all periods of unemployment. Begin with your present or last 
position and work back. 





Lowest, Name of position, description 
Dates nent Name and address of employ- | highest, and of duties, and reason for 
o ar er (if unemployed, give |present salary leaving. (If employed by 
own address at that t me } per annum in Government, state last effi- 
} each position ciency rating.) 
1. From January 1939 to | Kent Metal, 490 Johnson Ave., $980 | Tinsmith’s helper. Left to 
June 1939 Brooklyn. accept appointment 
2. From November 1938 | Unemployed, 988 Eastern 
to December 1938 Parkway, Brooklyn. 
3. From February 1937 to | Ruby Lamp, 420 West l4th 1,050 | Electric plater, dipper, scrat« 
November 1938. } §St., New York City. brusher. Recession 
4. From December 1935 | Levolite, Grand St., New Chromium plating nickel plat 
to December 1936 | York City. ing. Injured. 


5. From December 1936 | Unemployed, Owing to injury-- 
to February 1937. 

6. From August 1935 to | Estellite, 576 Broadway, New ; ...| Floor boy, receiving clerk 
December 1935. York City. 


41. Give below a description of the experience which you have outlined under 
Question 39, paying particular attention to any experience, which, in your opin- 
ion, qualifies you for the position or positions for which this application is filed. 
Begin your description of experience in each separate position on a new line, 
numbering each description to correspond with the number of the section in 
which the position is listed under Question 39: 

4. Responsible for quality and quantity of output; supervised work of 
two assistants. 

43. Give names and addresses of five persons other than relatives who have 
knowledge of your character, experience, and ability: 


Full name Full address Occupation 
Emanuel Boyers. ---- ; 938 Eastern Parkway, Brooklyn__- Postal clerk. 
Nat. Goldberg...-- 130 East 25th St., New York City | Union delegate. 
Francis Boyers ‘i an do... ion ....| Housewife. 
Jack Hoffman pant Union and Troy Aves., Brooklyn... Merchant. 
Benj. Busse! ----| 932 Eastern Parkway-... amenities: Do. 
| | 


In case of emergency, notify Mrs. L. Riskin. Relationship: Mother. Post- 
office address : 988 Eastern Pkwy. 

I certify that the foregoing answers are correct to the best of my knowledge 
and belief. (Any false statement is sufficient cause for rejection of the applica- 
tion or dismissal after appointment. ) 

IRVING RISKIN 
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UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, WASHINGTON, D. C 


PERSONNEL INFORMATION SHEET 
JULY 5, 1940. 
1. Name: Riskin, Irving. 
Mailing address: 1919 Eye st. 
Place of employment: Federal Works Agency, United States Housing Author- 
ity, Office Service Division, Office Operations Section, Washington, D. C. 
2. Present salary: $1,080 per year. 
3. Date of birth: August 13, 1918. 
4. Give a statement of your education or training in the blanks below. (See 
also Question 23.) 


When attended (month! Semester 
nd year hours 
Name and location of school redit 
recel\ ed 
Fre - 
(d) High school: Boys High, Brooklyn, N. Y : ‘ ss 1931 IB dacs 
(f) College or university: Brooklyn, Evening, Brooklyn, N. Y----- 1935 1939 58 





5. College major and minor subjects. (Lists in the blanks below your major 
and minor subjects, giving the number of semester hours in each field. Indicate 
graduate and undergraduate work separately) : 


Field of work: 


Semester 


Majors: hours 
Economics a ee ee eee a ee ea ee ee 6 
Philosphy a siciaiotpaigilpnacti siti 6 


Minors: French 


8. Place of birth: New York. 

9. Classification of position for salary purposes: 3, CU (custodial). Grade: 2. 

10. Status of present position : 0, Classified departmental. 

11. Individual status with respect to civil service: Have you ever held, or do 
you now hold— 

(a) a probational or permanent civil-service appointment as a result of 
a civil-service examination (competitive or noncompetitive)? Yes. 
(b) an appointment under the civil-service labor regulations? No 

Give length of entire Federal service: 1 year. 

12. Marital status, dependents: Single. 

13. Race and sex: Male, white. 

14. Military preference : None. 

15. Are you now a member of the National Guard, or a member of the Reserves 
of the Navy, Army, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, or Public Health Service? No. 

16. Legal or voting residence : New York, 22d Congressional District. 

17. Experience record : 

United States Housing Authority, North Interior Bldg., Washington, D.C. 

Kind of establishment or shop: Governmental. 

Dates: From June 39 to present. 

Title of job. Messenger, $1,080 per annum. 

Your duties and specialty : Delivering of mail to their destination. Answer re- 
quests for special mail service. 

Kent Metal Co., 490 Johnson St., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Kind of establishment or shop: Lighting fixture. 

Dates: From Dec. 39 to June 39. 

Title of job: Tinsmith’s helper, $0.50 per hour. 

Your duties and specialty: Operate a spot welder. Assist a journeyman tin- 
smith. Work on recessed lighting fixtures, make simple fixtures and brackets. 
Machines or equipment used : Spot welder, soldering iron, etc. 

Ruby Lamp Co., 480 West 14th St., New York, N. Y. 

Kind of establishment or shop: Lamp and Lighting Fixture 

Dates: From March 1937 to November 1938. 


concney aie 
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Title of job: Electro Plater’s Helper, $0.52 per hour. 
Your duties and specialty: Copper, nickle, and Bronze plating. Scratch 
Brusher, and Acid dipper. -Machines or equipment used: Lathes. 
Estellite Lighting Fixture Co., 583 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 
Kind of establishment or shop: Lighting Fixture. 
Title of job: Office Boy, $14.00 per week. 
Your duties and specialty : Run errands and simple clerical work. 
18. What Federal civil service examinations have you passed? 
Title of examination: Assistant Messenger. Year given: 1938. 
19. Height and Weight: Height, 5 feet, 10% inches. Weight, 150 pounds. 


20. Physical condition: Specify any physical defect, disease or disability. 
Glasses. 


21. Technical avocations: Organizing and public speaking. 
24. If you have any preference for types of positions other than that you now 


hold, indicate in order of preference: 1. Personnel Work. 2. Statistical Work. 
Indicate lowest acceptable salary: $1,620. 


I certify that the foregoing answers are correct to the best of my knowledge 
and belief. 


IRVING RISKIN. 
Senator Hruska. Next witness. 
Mr. Morris. Mr. Kinces. 


TESTIMONY OF FRANK KINCES, ACCOMPANIED BY JOHN B. 
FULLAM, BRISTOL, PA. 


Mr. Futiam. If the committee please, we request there be no pictures 
of this witness. 

Senator Hruska. The request has been made that no cameras be 
used during this witness’ testimony. 
executive session. 

You may proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Se nator, we have had testimony before this subcommit- 
tee that the witness here was the national legislative director of the 
Communist Party of America and that he has attended secret Commu- 
nist Party meetings in Doyiestown, Pa., and that he has been active in 
the Lehigh V alley section of the Communist Party, and he has been 
active in organizing steelworkers in the Lehigh V alley area. 

Will you give your full name and address to the reporter ? 

Mr. Kivces. Frank Kinces. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Kinces. 68 Hillside Avenue, Doylestown. 

Mr. Morris. Pennsylvania? 

Mr. Kinces. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Kinces. Woodworker, construction work. 

Mr. Morris. In Doylestown? 

Mr. Krnces. Not exactly;no. Wherever I get work. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you been a member of the Communist Party 
of the Lehigh Valley section of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Kinces. I refuse to answer that question on my privilege under 
the first and fifth amendment. 

Senator Hruska. The objection on the basis of the first amendment 
will be overruled. The objection on the basis of the fifth amendment 
and the self-incriminating portions thereof will be sustained. 

Mr. Morris. Have you Sian national legislative director of the Com- 
munist Party of America ? 


The witness has been sworn in 
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Mr. Kinces. I again refuse to answer on the first and fifth amend- 
ment. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you organized steelworkers in the Lehigh 
Valley section of the C ommunist Pa arty ? 

Mr. Kinces. Would you mind repeating that ? 

Mr. Morris. Have you organized for the Communist Party steel- 
workers in the Lehigh V alley section ? 

Mr. Krnces. I refuse again to answer on the same basis. 

Senator Hruska. Sameruling. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a section organizer for the Communist Party 
steelworkers in the Bucks County area? 

Mr. Kinces. I again refuse to answer. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling on all those objections. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have quite a few questions to ask the witness 
about activity among the steel plants, but in view of his responses, I 
think I will refrain. 

Senator Hruska. Were you at any time employed in a steel mill, 
Mr. Witness? 

Mr. Kinces. I refuse to answer on the same basis. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. Sameruling. The witness is excused. 

( Witness excused. ) 

Mr. Morris. Julius Lehman. 


TESTIMONY OF JULIUS LEHMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY MICHAEL VON 
MOSCHIZISKER, HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Von Moscuizisker. No pictures, please. Mr. Lehman has asked 
me to ask that. 

Senator Hrusxa. The witness has already been sworn. Mr. Morris, 
you may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your full name and address to the 
reporter ¢ 

Mr. Von Moscuizisker. I should state for the record the witness is 
very hard of hearing and didn’t get the question. 

They wanted your name and address. 

Mr. Leuman. Julius Lehman, 309 West Board, Quakertown. 

Mr. Morris. Where are you employed ? 

Mr. Leuman. Inthe Bethlehem News Agency. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active in the Lehigh Valley section of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lenman. I decline to answer that question because I have a 
right not to be compelled to be a witness against myself, 

Senator Hruska. Objection sustained. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have in your home a mimeograph machine for 
the printing of Communist Party propaganda and Teaflets ? 

Mr. Lenman. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. Have you held fund-raising parties at your home for 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lenman. I decline to answer that on the same ground. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions, 
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Senator Hruska. Very well. The witness is excused. 

(Witness excused. ) 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Rothenberg. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Counsel, may I ask whether the employment 
record of Mr. Riskin 

Mr. Leviran. Yes, I have returned it to Mr. Mandel. 

Senator Hruska. It will be included in the record at the point at— 
to which reference was made to it in the original instance. And the 
record will show that it had been referred to counsel and the witness 
for examination prior to its admission into the record. 


TESTIMONY OF SOL ROTHENBERG, ACCOMPANIED BY HARRY 
LEVITAN, ESQ., HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Leviran. May weask, no pictures and no movies? 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Mr. Roruenserc. Senator, I wish to object to the action of the 
subcommittee in requiring my presence here today on the grounds that 
the subcommittee has no right to conduct this hearing under the 
authority of the authorizing Senate resolution. I base this objection 
primarily upon the vagueness of the resolution as defined by Judge 
Youngdahl in the Peck case, and on the opinion of the United States 
Supreme Court in the Watkins case. 

I wanted to call to your attention again that I appeared last year 
under subpena before the House U1 \-American Activities Committee 
in Washington, and was asked many questions about my political 
beliefs and associations. My answers to those questions are a matter 
of public record. 

My being subpenaed again is not, I believe, for the purpose of secur- 
ing information, but it seems to me it is solely for the purpose of 
exposure, which is improper, as I understand it to be, from the Peck 
and Watkins decisions. 

Any questions put to me at this hearing constitute an invasion of 
my rights of privacy, thoughts, association, and freedoms of speech 
guaranteed to me by the first and other amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

It is on these grounds, Senator, that I object now, as I did earlier 
to you, being subpenaed and called before this committee. 

Senator Hruska. The objection is overruled. The Chair would 
like to observe that whatever might have happened before the House 
committee with reference to any questions asked there is not of any 
concern to the present inquiry. I don’t know that that would be 
yarticularly relevant in your objection in any event, since you do not 
Sikes what questions we will ask of you now, nor whether they will 
be equivalent to or comparable to the questions asked in the House. 

I should like to assure this witness, on behalf of this committee, this 
subcommittee, that his presence here is not being requested for the pur- 
pose of exposure for exposure’s sake. We are engaged in an investiga- 
tion here and an inquiry which has a valid legisl: ative Brien tive. The 
scope of activities and the methods of operation of the Communist 
Party in America are of concern to America and to every citizen of 
this country. We are in possession of information to the effect that 
you have been engaged in activities and have had memberships in or- 
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ganizations which make you a competent witness to further that in- 
quiry. And it is for that purpose that we are asking you to cooperatt 
with the committee, and the objection therefore on these oroul ds and 
others whie h coul | be e ‘laborated upon more clet ul the Oo ect oO 
is overruled. 

Mr. Rornenperc. May I say, Senator, that at the prior he 
which was he ld just ad year ago, the committee stated they hag ] 
testimony from witnesses, a Mr. Thomas, by name ae if today’s 
hearing is for the purpose of checking or confirming the tr ut! or falsity 
of Mr. Thomas’ testimon Y, 1 would like to point out that hay 
Judge Youngdahl’s decision in the Peck case, he seems to have said 
“The desire to check upon the reliability of a friendly witness in im 
sufficient” as a purpose for which a subcommittee 1 LN 
witness. 


I feel, therefore, that in calling me ag: 
vithin a half year—the first subpena I received for this hearing, Sena 
tor, was on 1 lay 29. I have received altog mage I believe, nine dif 
ferent dates to appear. I feel that this type of harassment by the 
committee is improper. I have been here in this courthouse nine 
times. I have the telegrams here moLEBostion of postponement 
companied each time by statements to the press about Red hearing 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. Morris. Haven’t you gotten notice in advance of each post 
ponement ¢ 

Mr. RorHenperc. Some of these notices came precisely one evening 
before my time to appear. I deem that insufficient notice. It inter 
fered with my livelihood, with my family life. It placed a deep bur 
den upon my attorneys. One of my attorneys, who agreed to appear, 
has found it impossible to appear because he finally gave up in disgust, 
after so many postponements, and said he doesn’t know for sure 
whether the committee is going to come even when I tell him the com- 
mittee is here. 

And therefore, Senator, I feel that this type of calling me again 
within this short period of time is precisely for the thing to which | 
object. I feel that the sole pur pose of m) being subpenaed is exposure 
for exposure’s sake, which you, Senator, have said is not within the 
purview or desire of the committee. 

Senator Hruska. That is right. 

Mr. Rornenserc. My answers to questions similar to the ones which 
Mr. Morris will ask me, I know-——these questions have been asked 
November of 1956, open hearing in Washington, D. C., they are a 
matter of public record, before Mr. Walter’s committee. 

Mr. Morris. What was the date of that ? 

Mr. Rornenserc. November 14, 1956, in Washington, D.C. I was 
there for 2% hours. I tried to answer to the best of me ability, while 
protecting my rights, the questions that were asked of me. Most of 
them were irrelevant, going bs ack many years in time 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Witness, you constantly speak of irrelevance 
and of exposure for exposure’s sake. Now, perhaps in your feeling, 
and in your judgment, that conclusion is valid. We want to give you 
every fair chance in that regard. But I just want to tell you—and we 
are not going to spend too much more time in the explanation of the 
matters which you have already reiterated several times—but I want 


n within a year-—actually 
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to tell you this committee is not interested in irrelevant material. We 
do not, however, propose to accept your conclusion as to what is 
material and what is not, and what is relevant and what is not with 
reference to this legislative inquiry. And I want to say again, we 
are not interested in exposure for exposure’s sake. 

With reference to the repeated cancellations of your subpenas, I 
want to extend on behalf of our subcommittee an apology for that 
happening. It was not done maliciously. It was done in each in- 
stance for valid cause. We regret it, and we apologize. However, 
we have other duties and other commitments as Senators which some- 
times make it impossible for us to keep commitments. We have the 
reverse of that, however, on many occasions, when witnesses have 
postponed appearances before our subcommittee for as many as 8 or 
9 times. And we put up with that also. And we must ask, in this 
way that we have to do business in conducting affairs of Government, 
that there be a little bit of give and take. But over and above that, 
I want to say again we apologize. Wearesorry. 

But now let’s proceed with the hearing, if you please. 

Mr. Rornensere. [accept the apology. 

Mr. Leviran. May we have a glass of water for this witness ? 

Senator Hruska. Surely. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, we have been informed that this witness at- 
tended a meeting at the Pennsylvania Worker of the Communist 
Party, 124 South 12th Street, Philadelphia. We are trying to make 
an assessment of the strength of the Communist Party here. This 
witness, we had hoped, might be able to tell us something about that. 

Were you at a meeting of the Pennsylvania Worker, the Communist 
Party publication, 124 South 12th Street in Philadelphia, on March 
17, 1956 ¢ 

Mr. Rornenserc. I would like to request that the subcommittee en- 
lighten me, Mr. Chairman, as to the pertinency of that question to the 
matter under discussion here today, and under the authorizing resolu- 
tion. It is not clearto me. I am advised by my counsel that I must 
determine now whether the question is pertinent to the matter under 
inquiry, and that an erroneous determination on my part may render 
me in contempt, which I have no desire to do, if I rely solely upon 
the rights guaranteed me by the first amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Senator Hruska. The purpose of this inquiry has already been 
explained to the witness. But inasmuch as he announces he still has 
some misgivings about it, I will repeat some of them. And if Judge 
Morris chooses to do so, he may supplement them. 

This committee, under its authorizing resolution, is engaged in an 
inquiry into the scope of activities and the method of operation of the 
Communist Party. It is with reference not only to the fashion in 
which they conduct their affairs, and possible illegal aspects thereof, 
but also for the purpose of considering some of the things which are 
so harmful to the well-being of this Nation that they may become 
matters of legislative action to make them illegal. We cannot legislate 
ina vacuum. We have to have specific things upon which to act. 

The subcommittee feels that, if the information which it has on 
hand, the alleged facts about some of your activities in recent years, 
if that is true, then you are a qualified witness, a competent witness to 
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give us some testimony with reference to some of these activities. The 
question asked by Judge Morris and the Immediate question unde! 
consideration is that type of question. 

Those are the purposes and the relevances to the legislative quiry 
at hand. 

Judge Morris, have you any supplement to the statement just made? 

Mr. Mornts. No, Sen: itor, ] think the witness has been informed of 
the pertinency of the question and the authority under which the Sen- 
ra is procee ding. 

mator Hruska. Very well, you are directed to answe 

Mr ROTHENBERG. | apprec late the extent to which yo su have vole 
to explain the relevancy of the question in relation to the inquiry. 
However, it is still not clear to ine, Senator. I don’t see how it affects 
me in any way because of the fact that I have no knowledge and have 
never participated i any act of violence against the Government of 
the United States 

Senator Hruska. The scope of inquiry of this committee goes be 
yond illegal acts. ‘The chairman has already explained to you they 
may be acts which are not illegal at the present time, but which are so 
harmful to this country or might be harmful to this country in the 
judgment of the legislative body of this Nation that they might want 
to make them illegal. oe is there any charge that you have violated 
any law or that you are in any way outside of the pale of the law. 
We want information eon you on the basis of the activities in which 
you have engaged, according to the information which we possess. 

Now, will you please answer the question ? 

Mr. Rornenserc. Senator, there is nothing in my work or activities, 
which is completely unclassified, has nothing to do with any govern- 
mental agency. I have nothing to do with the security of our Nation. 
And therefore, I have no knowledge of any improper activities, 
whether they are improper now or will be improper in the future. 
If I did know of anything that was being done to harm our Nation, 
I would certainly report it immediately to the proper authorities. 

Senator Hruska. The ruling of the Chair is that that answer is not 
responsive. Will you please answer the question, Mr. Witness, or 
assert a privilege that you do not want to answer it? But we have 
had enough of speechmaking for a while, now. 

Mr. Roruenserc. Senator, in answer to your question, I wish to 
decline to answer that question on the grounds that this question con- 
stitutes an invasion of my rights as a citizen, the rights of privacy, of 
my freedom of thought, my right of association, and my freedom of 
speech. All of these rights which are guaranteed to me and all other 
citizens of the United States by the first amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Hruska. That objection is overruled. You may proceed. 

Mr. Rornenserc. My counsel advises me not to. I just wish to 
say, Senator, that I felt very funny this morning hearing you say 
that pleading the right of the — 

Senator Hruska. The witness will remember this is an inquiry 
and a request for information and testimony. And if you have any 
personal observations, there will be a time and place for them, but 
not right now. The objection is overruled, and the witness is directed 
to answer. 

Mr. Rornenperc. I have already given my answer, Senator. 
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Senator Hruska. Very well, the record will soshow. 

Mr. Morris. You are not claiming your privilege under the fifth 
amendment, are you ? 

Mr. Rornenserc. I have already stated my reasons for declining 
to answer, questioning the right of the committee and—— 

Mr. Morris. That does not include your claim of privilege under 
the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Rornenserc. Mr. Morris, I have already stated the reasons 
why I did not care to answer this question. 

Senator Hruska. The witness understands, I believe, from his 
statement, Mr. Morris, that he is making this answer and asserting 
this privilege at his own peril. I might say to the witness, however, 
that Judge Morris is making that inquiry, not so much on behalf of 
the committee as on behalf of your own welfare. And if that is your 
answer, it will be accepted to that extent and the record will, of 
course, so show. 

Next question, please. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have other questions here which indicate, 
based on evidence and information, that this man has been respon- 
sible for considerable Communist propaganda. And as we have 
found, Senator, Communist propaganda has polluted the Nation’s 
outlook at a very critical time in our history. And these questions 
are pertinent, but I think in view of the witness’ last response, I 
think we would be wasting the subcommittee’s time to pursue these 
questions. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

No further questions. The witness is excused. 

(Witness excused. ) 

Mr. Morris. Are there any other witnesses now that we have not 
called? Any other witnesses now who have not been called? Mr. 
Ames is not here. 

Senator Hruska. That concludes the public hearing of the Internal 
Security Subcommittee for the day. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have one more thing. I would like to read 
into the record, Senator, the statement of A. Prose Walker, manager 
of engineering, National Association of Radio and Telev ision Broad- 

casters. I asked Mr. Walker, in Washington, if he would explain for 
us the operation of conelrad, and I have this question and answer 
which sets the thing up pretty fully. Can I read it to you, Senator? 

Senator Hruska. You may read it, or we may incorporate it into 
the record, whichever your preference is. 

Mr. Morris. It is four pages, so in order to save time I suggest 
we just put it into the record. 

Briefly, it explains what conelrad is. That is a system that would 
go into effect in the event of an emergency. 

Senator Hruska. Communications by wire, by radio. 

Mr. Morris. All radio stations would be able to serve the national 
purpose. And this explains that it was set up in 1950, and explains 
how it works. 

Now, the reason we are interested in that, Senator, is that the 
American Communications Association, which is a union which was 
expelled by the CIO in 1950 asCommunist-controlled, and about. which 
we have had considerable testimony, and taken considerable evidence— 
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that the union apparently seems to be under the control of peop le whom 
the record shows to have been members of the Communist Party, and 
that this ACA continues to exercise control over the labor organizations 
in New York City. And it has now extended this organization to 
Philadelphia. It has now organized technicians in five radio stations 
here in Philadelphia. 

To be completely fair, we don’t mean to suggest that any of the 
technicians here on any of these radio stations are Communists. The 
fact remains that the American Communications Association, which 
is now organizing technicians—in fact it is brought out by Mr. Walker, 
these people would control conelrad when it is put into operation. 

Without going into it at all, that is the general area. And the sub- 
committee should decide whether or not it should pursue that par- 
ticular subject, to see if any of the people organized by the American 
Communications Association could possibly be influenced by that 
union. 


Senator Hruska. The statement will be placed in the record at this 
point, and the subcommittee will undertake consideration thereof at its 
next executive meeting. 

(The staff interview with Mr. Walker, conducted by Chief Counsel 
Morris on Nov. 26, 1957, follows in full :) 


Mr. Morris. I wonder if you would give us your name, please? 

Mr. Waker. A. Prose Walker. I am manager of engineering for the National 
Association of Radio and Television Broadcasters. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you reside, Mr. Walker? 

Mr. WALKER. I reside at 4301 Woodley Road, Falls Church, Va 

Mr. Morris. How long have you held that position? 

Mr. WALKER. I have held the position since July of 1953. 

Mr. Morris. Are you acquainted with the radio warning system that the 
Nation has instituted? 

Mr. WALKER. I assume you mean the conelrad system; yes, I am acquainted 
with it. 

Mr. Morris. What is it called? 

Mr. WALKER. It is called conelrad. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have anything to do with its creation? 

Mr. Waker. Yes, I did. In 1950 the Air Force came to the Federal Com- 
munications Commission, with which I was associated at that time, and asked 
the question whether or not a system could be devised so that radio stations in 
this country could remain on the air for the purpose of providing information to 
the general public, and yet give little or no navigational information. 

The answer which the FCC provided at that time was that they did not know 
for sure whether such a system could be devised, but they would try. 

Over a period of about a year and a half or 2 years theoretical calculations and 
experiments with actual radio stations were conducted, which resulted in the 
eventual plan which was adopted by the FCC in subparagraph g of part 3 of their 
rules, and which is now conelrad. 

Mr. Morris. Called what? 

Mr. WALKER. Conelrad. 

Mr. Morris. What does conelrad mean? 

Mr. WALKER. Conelrad is the abbreviated form of “‘control of electromagnetic 
radiation.” 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you would tell us, Mr. Walker, how that operates. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, there are two chief phases to conelrad. One is called the 
alerting phase, and the other is called the actual operational phase. 

The alerting phase is mandatory on the part of all standard, FM and TV 
broadcasting stations of the United States. There are certain procedures which 
these stations must go through once an alert is received, either by means of a 
signal over a wire line or by monitoring another radio station. Upon receipt of 
this alert signal, these broadcasting stations must either leave the air completely 
or operate in a predetermined manner. 
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Now, only standard broadcast stations may operate in this predetermined 
manner. 

FM stations and TV stations, upon receipt of the order, and after complying 
with the alerting procedures, must leave the air. 

The operational phase of conelrad, as I say, pertains only to standard broad- 
casting stations. There are two frequencies which are involved. When a Ssta- 
tion receives the alert, and if this station is in the operating phase of conelrad, 
it then shifts to either 640 kilocycles or 1240 kilocycles, whichever is assigned 
it by the FCC, and then operates in a specified manner. 

The two main types of operation of these stations are called the sequential 
cluster type of operation and the on-off method. 

Extensive tests have proven that this type of operation effectively denies most 
of the navigational aid which normally would be obtained from a standard 
broadcasting station, and at the same time enables these broadcasting stations 
to provide whatever information is broadcast over them to the general public. 

The on-off type of operation is just what the name signifies. The station 
operates for a maximum of about 30 seconds and then is silent for a period 
varying from 1% to 3 or 4 minutes. 

That, in general, is the essence of the technical details regarding the conelrad 
system. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Walker, in the event of an emergency would subversive 
forces have an opportunity to cause damage if they were the persons organizing 
the operation of the conelrad system? 

Mr. WaLKER. Yes; very definitely. And, in my opinion, there are two ways 
this could be caused: the first would be, of course, for the station itself not to 
operate in the prescribed manner which eliminates this navigational aid, which 
an enemy aircraft, for example, might obtain if the station were to operate, let 
us say, on 770 kilocycles instead of the conelrad channels. He would effectually 
have a clear channel with little or no interference on that particular frequency. 

Under those conditions, of course, the signal from that station, even thoug 
the power might be low, would travel thousands of miles, particularly at night- 
time, and whatever false information might be broadcast over that station could 
have an extremely serious effect. 

Mr. Morris. Is there any other way in which a Communist, having control 
over the system, could cause damage? 

Mr. WALKER. Well, obviously if an agent of another power which is an enemy 
of the United States were in control of a broadcasting station like that, what- 
ever information goes out over the station would be in the hands of such a 
person. There is not any doubt about it. 

Mr. Morris. The reason I ask you these things, Mr. Walker, is that the sub- 
committee has learned that the American Communications Association, which 
the record of the subcommittee shows to be controlled by persons who have 
been Communists, has organized some of the radio stations engaged in the conel- 
rad system, and we are going to look into that particular phase of the situation 
in Philadelphia on Friday. 

Mr. Waker. I just might add that a situation like that, in view of the in- 
formation which you have just mentioned, certainly to me would be a very 
serious thing for a large metropolitan area such as Philadelphia. 


(Whereupon, at 2: 45 p.m., the hearing was adjourned. ) 

(The following letter, bearing on the communications problem, 
together with the arbitration award referred to therein were ordered 
printed in the record in connection with the foregoing testimony :) 


Tue WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH Co., 
EMPLOYEE RELATIONS DEPARTMENT, 
New York, N. Y., December 8, 1957. 
Hon. Ropert Morris, 
Chief Counsel, Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

Dear JupGE Morris: This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of Novem- 
ber 19 and the accompanying letter of November 12 to Mr. Corona. I regret my 
inability to respond sooner, but this was due to my absence from my office. 

I wish to thank you for your continued interest in the troublesome and per- 
plexing problem of dealing with employees who utilize the fifth and other 
amendments when questioned by congressional committees. You may rest as- 
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sured that I am equally distressed over the fact that existing applicable law 
as well as the terms of the certification of the NLRB a] 
employer defenseless. 

You undoubtedly have heard of the decision just issued in the case of ACA 
against RCAC; and, here again, we find another arbitrator ordering reinstate 
ment with back pay in the case of employees who refuse to answer questions 
about Communist affiliation asked by a congressional committee 

I do not know what Mr. Rabinowitz had in mind in making the comments 
which you mention in your conversation with him. I wish to assure you that 
the basic nature of our settlement consists of an agreement that the employees 
involved, if recalled by the appropriate congressional committee, would testify 
to the effect outlined in the affidavit. The affidavit was obtained to bridge the 
time gap between the date of the settlement and the date of recall by such 
committee. I am confident that the settlement terms are perfectly clear to this 
effect. Again, I wish to thank you for your interest, and I very much appreciate 
this opportunity to clarify the nature of our settlement with the ACA. 

Sincerely, 


ypear to leave the 


J. L. Wiitcox, Vice President. 


IN THE MATTER OF THE ARBITRATION BETWEEN RCA COMMUNICATIONS, IN‘ 
AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION, LOCAL 10, IND 


ARBITRATOR’S DECISION AND OPINION 


This arbitration grows out of a dispute between RCA Communications, In« 
(RCA) and American Communications Association Local 10, Ind. (the Union) 
concerning the discharge by RCA of Salvatore A. Testa, 
Howard V. Trautman, an operating technician. 

RCA and the Union are parties to an agreement dated June 1, 1957, which 
provides that “In the event of the discharge for cause of any employee who is 
covered by this agreement, “the Union may discuss the matter with the Company, 
and if the Union asks that the discharge be withdrawn and the Company refuses 
to do so, the Union may seek arbitration. The parties agree that the crucial 
issue in the case is whether the discharges were for “cause.” 

RCA is engaged in the interantional communications business. The bulk of 
its business consists of transmitting and receiving, or providing facilities for the 
transmission and reception of, international communications in written form 
These services take three differet forms: radiotelegraph, TEX, and 
channel. 

RCA’s radiotelegraph service involves radio messages between the United 
States and foreign countries and between ship and shore. These messages are 
commonly referred to as telegrams or radiograms. They constitute RCA’s 
“regular message service.” 

The TEX service consists of an international direct, two way customer-to- 
customer teletypewriter communications service. Customers under this service 
are able to communicate back and forth by way of teletypewriters. ‘The requisite 
overseas and local connections are made by TEX operators. The New York 
office is the principal terminal point for the radio-telegraph and TEX services 
provided by RCA to South America, Europe, Africa, and Near Eastern points. 

The leased channel service involves a direct connection between a customer in 
the United States and a specific overseas customer. This service is continuously 
available to the customers who have leased it. It is roughly analogous to a 
private wire between two offices. Under this service, the customer processes 
his own traffic. 

An elaborate system of controls has been installed by RCA to insure the 
inviolability of all messages sent over its system. It regularly employs a Plant 
Protection Officer, with an immediate staff of twenty assistants, in the New 
York office to protect the Company's plant facilities against sabotage and safe- 
guard messages. This officer testified that during the period of his employ 
ment at the New York office, which dates back to 1935, there have been 
instances of espionage or sabotage in the New York area. 

Although government inspectors have examined ali of RCA’s facilities and 
such facilities are included on the Key Facilities List of the Department of De 
fense, only a segment of RCA’s operations that which encompasses the leased 
channel operation—has been designated a restricted area by the Defense Depart 
ment. Access to this restricted area is limited to persons who have been granted 
the requisite security clearances by the Department of Defense. Security clear 


a radio operator and 


leased 


no 
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ance is not required of radio operators, technicians and other employees who 
are not involved in the leased channel operation. 

The United States Government avails itself of all three types of services 
provided by RCA. Evidence adduced at the hearing revealed that all govern- 
ment messages of a confidential nature are sent in code. Experience teaches that 
the same is true of confidential business communications. 

Before their discharge, both Trautman and Testa were employed in the New 
York office of RCA. In May and June of 1956, the Department of Defense noti- 
fied the Company that any access that Trautman and Testa might have had to 
classified information should be suspended. In October 1956, the Department 
of Defense Industrial Defense Security Hearing Board further advised the Com- 
pany that any access by Trautman to classified information would not be con- 
sistent with the national interest. 

Prior to his discharge, Trautman had been employed by RCA for about 27 
years. At the time of his suspension, his work, as an operating technician, con- 
sisted of the repair of channeling equipment in an unrestricted area, removed 
from the leased channel facilities. In the area in which he worked, Trautman 
did not have access to monitor copies of classified messages sent on leased 
channels. 

Testa had been employed by RCA for approximately 23 years before he was 
discharged. At the time of his suspension, he was a radio operator. The work 
of radio operators at RCA generally consisted of feeding tapes into the auto- 
matic tape transmitters, operating teleprinters, making TEX connections, and 
operating the printer perforators. Testa’s work did not involve contact with 
the leased channel facilities and, accordingly, he too did not have access to moni 
tor copies of classified messages sent on leased channels. 

Nothing in the record indicates that either man had ever tampered or other 
wise attempt to interfere with any of the Company’s facilities or that either 
had divulged or attempted to divulge the contents, substance or purport of any 
message to any unauthorized person. * 

Indeed, Trautman had received a service award emblem in December 1954, 
on the occasion of this twenty-fifth anniversary of service with the Company. 
In the letter of commendation which accompanied the award, Mr. Thompson 
Hampton Mitchell, the President of the Company, stated : 

“For over 25 years, you have served our great company, and it gives me 
much pleasure to present to you at this time your watch, and also an emblem, 
both indicative not only of my appreciation of your long and faithful service 
but the respect such service engenders in the hearts of all of your associates. 

“The success of this company depends in no small measure upon the men and 
women who like you have devoted to it so much of their lives. All of us are 
greatly indebted to you.” 

The events which culminated in the discharge of Trautman and Testa had 
their inception in the latter part of May or early June of 1957. At that time, 
the Personnel Director of the Company advised Mr. Mitchell, the President, 
that he had received informal advice to the effect that five RCA employees (of 
whom Trautman and Testa were two) would be subpoenaed to testify before 
congressional committees. 

Shortly thereafter, Mr. Mitchell held meetings with various representatives of 
the Union and the employees who were scheduled to be subpoenaed. At these 
meetings, he urged the employees “not to take any protective amendments.” 
He testified that “I was primarily concerred with the Company’s good name, but 
I also was with theirs.” 

Subsequently, Mr. Mitchell requested a meeting with various officials of 
Radio Corporation of America, parent of RCA. Such a meeting was held on 
June 12th. It was attended by the Vice President of Radio Corporation in 
charge of Personnel, its Vice President in charge of Public Relations, two attor- 
neys, the Director of Personnel of RCA, and Mr. Mitchell. Even before the 
meeting, Mr. Mitchell had already decided, as a matter of policy, that any RCA 
employee who refused to testify before a congressional committee would forth- 
with be suspended and if, within a period which he had not as yet fixed, the 
employee did not fully cooperate with the congressional committee, he would 


1The Communications Act of 1934 (47 U. 8S. C. 605) forbids any person to “divulge or 
publish the existence, contents, substance, purport, effect, or meaning” of any foreign com- 
munication by wire or radio to any unauthorized person. This prohibition applies to al) 
foreign communications by wire or radio, whether governmental or private. 
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be discharged. The chief purpose of the meeting, according to Mr. Mitchell, 
was to fix the period between suspension and discharge 

On June 17, 1957, the Company issued its General Order No. M-12 which, 
insofar as pertinent here, provided: 

“A. The Company will suspend for a period of sixty days, without loss of 
base pay, any employee who refuses a request to appear before a Congressional 
or other Governmental body or authority to testify in any investigation of 
Communist or other subversive activities, espionage or sabotage, or, if he does 
appear before such body or authority, refuses to testify in public hearings on 
the basis of the Fifth Amendment or otherwise about such matters affecting 
our National Security. 

“B. An employee who has been suspended under paragraph A above will be 
reinstated without loss of seniority or service credit, if, within sixty days 
following the date of his suspension, he appears in public hearings before a 
Congressional or other Governmental body or authority and testifies fully on 
all questions asked him regarding alleged Communist or other subversive activi- 
ties, espionage or sabotage, including those on which he had previously refused 
to testify. If at the end of the sixty-day period of suspension the employee has 
not been so reinstated, he will be discharged.” 

Under this General Order, the mere refusal to testify before a congressional 
commitee which was investigating Communist activities, irrespective of the 
basis of refusal, constituted ground for suspension. It was of no consequence 
under this order that the employee may have been within his constitutional 
rights in refusing to testify. It did not matter whether the particular investiga- 
tion might intrude into individual affairs, completely unrelated to any specific 
legislative purpose. In the eyes of the framers of this order, all questions by 
a congressional committee investigating Communist activties stood on an equa! 
footing. 

Subpoenas returnable on June 18 were issued to Trautman and Testa by the 
Senate Subcommittee To Investigate the Administration of the Internal Security 
Act and other Internal Security Laws of the Committee on the Judiciary (Senate 
Subcomittee). On June 17, the day before the subpoenas were returnable, the 
United States Supreme Court rendered its decision in Watkins v. United States 
of America, 354 U. 8.178. That case involved the prosecution “for contempt of 
Congress” of a witness who had appeared before a congressional committee and 
refused to answer questions addressed to whether he knew certain persons to have 
been members of the Communist Party. The basis of refusal was that those ques- 
tions called for certain disclosures which the witness contended were beyond the 
authority of the committee to demand. The Supreme Court held that the witness 
was within his constitutional rights in refusing to answer the questions and dis- 
missed the indictment. 

In a decision which has since been the subject of widespread comment, the 
Supreme Court in the Watkins case ruled that there is no general authority in 
any congressional committee to expose the private affairs of individuals without 
justification.in terms of the functions of the Congress; that any congressional] 
inquiry must be related to and in furtherance of a legitimate task of Congress; 
that the First Amendment of the Constitution, which provides that the Congress 
shall make no Jaw abridging freedom of speech or press or assembly, may be 
invoked against infringement of these freedoms by a congressional committee; 
and that a witness is entitled to know the precise subject under inquiry by the 
congressional committee in order that he may determine whether the propounded 
questions are pertinent to that subject. 

On June 18, Trautman and Testa, accompanied by counsel, appeared before the 
Senate Subcommittee and requested an adjournment so that their counsel might 
study the Watkins case and thereby more fully advise them of their constitutional 
rights. An adjournment was granted until June 26th. 

During the period of the adjournment, officials of RCA likewise considered the 
possible impact of the Watkins case. Mr. Mitchell testified that: “He [counsel 
for RCA] told me, as I recall, in legalistic language what the meaning of that 
decision was, and told me that it appeared to operate very much in favor of our 
employees.” Despite that fact, no change was made in General Order M-12. Re- 
fusal to answer questions by a congressional committee investigating communist 
activities, irrespective of the pertinency of those questions to a legitimate legisla 
tive inquiry, remained a basis of suspension under that General Order. 

On June 26, Trautman and Testa, together with their attorney, appeared before 
the Senate Subcommittee in closed executive session. No representative of ROA 
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was present at this session. Trautman and Testa made clear to the Subcommittee 
their determination to refuse to answer any questions concerning their ‘‘beliefs, 
expressions, Or associations,” relying upon the Watkins case. However, no testi- 
mony was given at this session. 

On that same day—June 26—RCA issued a press release, stating: “In connec- 
tion with the case of two employees of RCA Communications, Inc.—H. V. Traut- 
man and 8S. A. Testa—who said today that they would refuse to answer certain 
questions before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, RCA Communica- 
tions, Inc., issued the following statement: ‘If these employees refuse to testify, 
they will be suspended * * *.’” The release, of course, followed the logic of 
General Order M-12. There was no need, under that logic, to await the pre- 
cise lines of inquiry and the responses of the witnesses at the hearing. 

The record indicates that up to that point of time, the only instance in which 
Trautman or Testa personally had been directly identified with the Communist 
Party was the testimony of a Mrs. Helen Yewell before the Senate Subcommittee 
on May 15, 1951, more than 6 years previous to the executive session of June 16, 
1957. In the 1951 hearings, Mrs. Yewell, a Western Union operator in New York 
City, testified that she had been a member of the Communist Party between 1942 
and 1948, and that she had attended Communist Party meetings at which Traut- 
man and Testa were likewise present. 

No proof was adduced at the arbitration hearings that either Trautman or 
Testa were members of the Communist Party at the time of the June 1957 hear- 
ings before the Senate Subcommittee. Th record does show, however, that begin- 
ning in August 1949, after the date of the last Communist Party meeting attended 
by Mrs. Yewell, both Trautman and Testa, as officers of the Union, filed Non- 
communist Affidavits with the National Labor Relations Board. In these affi 
davits each swore that “I am not a member of the Communist Party or affiliated 
with such party” and that “I do not believe in, and I am not a member of, nor 
do I support, any organization that believes in or teaches the overthrow of the 
United States Government by force or by any illegal or unconstitutional meth 
ods.” 7 Noncommunist affidavits were filed by Trautman and Testa as recently 
as April of this year. No evidence to contradict these sworn statements was 
offered by the Company. 

On the day following the executive session—June 27—Trautman and Testa 
appeared at a public hearing of the Senate Subcommittee. Mrs. Yewell preceded 
them to the stand, and repeated the substance of the testimony she had given in 
1951. Trautman declined to answer any questions as to whether he was a com- 
munist, whether he had any communist training, whether he knew of any fellow 
employees who were members of the Communist Party and like questions. He 
based his refusal upon the Watkins case, contending that he knew of no determi- 
nation by the Senate that the inquiry into these matters was required by any 
specific legislative needs and that such questining constituted an interference 
with his rights under the First Amendment. Trautman emphasized that his 
refusal to answer was based upon the First Amendment, and not the self-incrimi- 
nation clause of the Fifth Amendment. 

Trautman did, however, answer questions concerning the nature of his em- 
ployment at RCA and his knowledge of RCA facilities, and specifically testi- 
fied that he had never engaged in either espionage or sabotage. Following 
Trautman’s testimony, Testa responded along similar lines to the Subcom- 
mittee’s questions. 

Shortly after the conclusion of the June 27th hearings, RCA issued another 
press release in which it announced the immediate suspension of Trautman 
and Testa. On August 30, 1957, Trautman and Testa received identical letters 
from the Company stating that the sixty-day period of suspension had ex- 
pired without their becoming eligible for reinstatement and that, therefore, 
they had been discharged as of August 26, 1957. 

The question submitted for decision is whether there was “cause,” within 
the meaning of the agreement between RCA and the Union, for these dis- 
charges. 

The Company contends that the use of the word “cause” in the agreement, 
rather than terms such as “just cause” or “proper cause” which are commonly 
used in labor agreements, bespeaks an intent by the parties to vest greater dis- 
cretion in management in discharge matters. The Union, on the other hand, 


2 The U. 8S. Criminal Code makes it a crime punishable by fine and imprisonment of not 
more than 10 years to falsify these statements. 
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would equate the word “cause” with terms 
cause.” 


The Company further contends that in any event it was justified in dis 
charging Trautman and Testa (a) to prevent a disruption of employee morale 
(b) to preserve the security of its services and facilities and safeguard the 
national security; (c) because of the harm which their attitude caused the 
Company ; and (d) to prevent great injury to its business 

The Union vehemently disputes each of the latter points. Indeed, its position 
carries it far beyond mere disputation; it contends that the exercise 
faith, of constitutional rights can 
employee. 

Meaning of “cause.”—Prior decisions are by no means 
ing of the word “cause.” In the 


such as “just cause” or “proper 


ih g,ood 
never be cause for the discharge of any 


uniform on the mean- 
nature of things, of course, a word of this 
character cannot be defined with the precision of a mathematical formula 

Professor Paul R. Hays ruled in /nternational Nickel Co., Inc. (24 Lab. Arb. 
458), that “by using the term ‘cause’ without the qualifying ‘just,’ which is al 
most universal in collective agreements, the parties must have 
a standard under which the arbitrator is more limited in his powers than he 
is under the more common standard, and the area of employer discretion is 
correspondingly broader.” Nowhere in his decision, however, 
Hays delineate the permissible area of employer discretion. See also Okenité 
Co. (22 Lab. Arb. 756). 

There is, on the other hand, respectable authority in the arbitration field to 
the effect that the word “cause” is not dissimilar in legal connotation to the 
phrase “just cause.” (See e. g., Higgins, Inc., 24 Lab. Arb. 453 and Worthington 
Corp., 24 Lab. Arb. 1.) 

The New York 


had in mind 


does Professor 


courts have generally associated “cause” with ‘justifiable’ 
cause. Thus, the New York Appellate Division in Vogel v. Pathe 
App. Div. 313, 254 N. Y. Supp. 881), ruled that a provision in a contract per- 
mitting discharge “for any cause’ meant “cause sufficient in law which would 
justify an employer in discharging an employee * * Only by a justifiable dis 
charge could the defendant terminate the contract.” To like effect, see Parsil \ 
Emery (242 App, Div. 653, 272 N. Y. Supp. 489) ; Reiss v. Arabian American Oil Co 
(107 N. Y. Supp. 2d 907, rev’d on other grounds, 279 App. Div. 805, aff’d. 304 N. Y 
953 See also dissenting opinion of Mr. Justice Frankfurter in National Labor 
Relations Board v. Union No. 1229, International Brotherhood of Electrical Work- 
ers (346 U. S. 464, at p. 480) wherein he appears to treat 
cause” as legal equivalents. 

Counsel for the Company concedes that the use of the word “cause” in the agree 
ment with the Union limits the Company’s power of discharge. Under such a 
contract, the Company cannot, in its unfettered discretion, discharge an employee 
for any reason. The basic question is the extent to which that power is limited. 
Without attempting precisely to define “cause,” it is the arpitrator’s view that the 
true test under a contract of the type involved here is whether a reasonable man, 
taking into account all relevant circumstances, would find sufficient justification 
in the conduct of the employee to warrant discharge. Applying that test, there 
was not, in the opinion of the arbitrator, cause for the discharges of Trautman 
and Testa. 

Disruption of employee morale.—Counsel for the Company has cited a few 
cases in which the discharge of an employee who refused to testify before a con- 
gressional committee was justified on the ground that other employees had 
clamored for his discharge or refused to continue working with him. Without 
commenting upon the reasoning of those cases, it need only be said that this is 
not such a case. There was no agitation for the dismissal of Trautman or Testa 
by their fellow workers. There were no threats by other workers at RCA that 
they would cease work or otherwise disrupt activities if Trautman and Testa 
refused to testify at a congressional hearing and were not, as 
discharged. 

The Company introduced evidence to the effect that sometime in August, afte 
the suspension of Trautman and Testa, five rank and file employees requested its 
Personnel Director to issue a press release reciting that the majority of RCA 
employees were not communists but loyal Americans. The reason assigned for 
this request was that the refusal of certain RCA employees to testify “had created 
embarrassment to them, and disparaging remarks from their friends and their 
neighbors as to their association in a Communist union, and being employed with 
Communists.” No mention was made in this meeting of the suspension of Traut- 
man and Testa. The request for a press release was denied. 
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This episode, following by many weeks the suspension of Trautman and 
Testa, is hardly indicative of a disruption of employee morale, with attendant 
impairment of work, stemming from the refusal of Trautman and Testa to 
testify as to their beliefs and associations. In any event, the Personnel Di- 
rector conceded that this request for a press release had no bearing upon the 
Company’s decision to discharge Trautman and Testa. 

If events subsequent to the suspension have a bearing upon the question of 
employee morale, it is fair to point out that the suspension of Trautman and 
Testa, far from preventing a disruption of employee morale, actually had a 
deleterious effect upon such morale. Prior to the suspension, relations between 
the Company and the Union had been reasonably harmonious. The Company’s 
decision to suspend employees who invoked their constitutional rights at a con- 
gressional hearing severely strained those relations. Meetings of employees 
were called at which the issue of an employee’s right to refuse to testify at a 
gressional hearing severely strained those relations. Meetings of employees 
mony, even though such testimony reflected upon his fellow employees, were 
furiously debated. At one such union meeting the employees unanimously 
passed a resolution reading as follows: 

“We vigorously protest the suspension and discharge of Brothers Trautman 
and Testa, both leaders of our Union and employees with long years of service, 
as being in violation of the ACA/RCAC contract, and call upon the Company 
for their immediate reinstatement.” 

On the record, it cannot rationally be said that there was any genuine threat 
of disruption of employee morale which justified the discharge of Trautman and 
Testa. 

Preservation of security of Company’s services and facilities and safeguard- 
ing the national security.—So far as appears from the evidence, both Trautman 
and Testa loyally and faithfully served the Company for over 20 years. Traut- 
man’s employment record is unblemished. Testa’s is slightly blurred by a few 
instances of tardiness to work. But the record of neither contains any evidence 
of a disposition to invade forbidden areas of the Company’s operations. 

The event which, in the eyes of RCA, suddenly transformed Trautman and 
Testa from loyal employees to suspect persons was their refusal to answer cer- 
tain questions before the Senate Subcommittee. It is unnecessary to decide in 
this proceeding whether the objections voiced by Trautman and Testa to the 
Subcommittee’s questions were well founded. Nothing in the record indicates 
that those objections were not advanced in good faith. Under somewhat com- 
parable circumstances, the United States Supreme Court, in Konigsberg v. The 
State Bar of California (353 U. 8S. 252), ruled that a State Committee of Bar 
Examiners could not base a denial of admission to the Bar on the fact that the 
applicant declined, on constitutional grounds, to answer questions concerning 
his political affiliations and beliefs. The following extract from the opinion of 
the Court is particularly apposite: 

“The State argues that Konigsberg’s refusal to tell the Examiners whether he 
was member of the Communist Party or whether he had associated with per- 
sons who were members of that party or groups which were allegedly Com- 
munist dominated tends to support an inference that he is a member of the 
Communist Party and therefore a person of bad moral character. We find it 
unnecessary to decide if Konigsberg’s constitutional objections to the Commit- 
tee’s questions were well founded. Prior decisions by this Court indicate that 
his claim that the questions were improper was not frivolous and we find nothing 
in the record which indicates that his position was not taken in good faith. 
Obviously the State could not draw unfavorable inferences as to his truthful- 
ness, candor or his moral character in general if his refusal to answer was based 
on a belief that the United States Constitution prohibited the type of inquiries 
which the Committee was making. On the record before us, it is our judg- 
ment that the inferences of bad moral character which the Committee attempted 
to draw from Konigsberg’s refusal to answer questions about his political affilia- 
tions and opinions are unwarranted” (p. 270). 

In other cases as well, the Supreme Court has sharply condemned the draw- 
ing of unfavorable inferences where a witness refuses to testify an constitutional 
grounds. Speaking of the constitutional privilege against self-incrimination, the 
Supreme Court stated in Ulimann v. United States (350 U. S. 422): 

“It is relevant to define explicitly the spirit in which the Fifth Amendment’s 
privilege against self-incrimination should be approached. This command of the 
Fifth Amendment (‘nor shall any person * * * be compelled in any criminal 
case to be a witness against himself * * *’) registers an important advance in 
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the development of our liberty—‘one of the great landmarks in man’s struggle 


to make himself civilized.’ Time has not shown that protection from the evils 
against which this safeguard was directed is needless or unwarranted. This 
constitutional protection must not be interpreted in a hostile or niggardly spirit. 
Too many, even those who should be better advised, view this privilege as a 
shelter for wrongdoers. They too readily assume that those who invoke it are 
either guilty of crime or commit perjury in claiming the privilege. Such a view 
does scant honor to the patriots who sponsored the Bill of Rights as a condition 
to acceptance of the Constitution by the ratifying States” (pp. 462-427). 

In a similar vein, the Supreme Court stated in Slochower vy. United States 
(350 U. 8. 551): 

“At the outset we must condemn the practice of imputing a sinister meaning 
to the exercise of a person’s constitutional right under the Fifth Amendment 
* * * The privilege against self-incrimination would be reduced to a hollow 
mockery if its exercise could be taken as equivalent either to a confession of 
guilt or a conclusive presumption of perjury” (p. 557). 

It is no answer, as Company counsel argues, that the Slochower and Konigsberg 
cases involved action by states rather than private employers. The vice to which 
the Court addressed itself in those cases was an inference of guilt improperly 
drawn from an invocation of constitutional privileges. Where constitutional pro- 
tections are involved, a private employer enjoys no greater right to draw improper 
inferences than a governmental agency. 

The record is barren of authentic reliable evidence of conduct on the part of 
Trautman or Testa which would indicate that they constituted a threat to the 
security of RCA’s service and facilities or to the national security. In the light 
of the Konigsberg case, it must be held that the refusal by Trautman and Testa, 
on constitutional grounds, to answer questions by the Senate Subcommittee, even 
though projected against a background of alleged past memership in the Com- 
munist Party, does not, without more, provide an adequate basis for concluding 
that they are disloyal and a threat to the security of RCA and the nation. 

Harm to the Company.—The Company advances as one of its reasons for the 
discharges, the “actual injury” it allegedly suffered “from the failure of Messrs. 
Testa and Trautman to clear themselves publicly of accusations that they were 
Communist Party members.” 

We need not linger over this assertion. It is clear from the record that the 
Company suspended Trautman and Testa because it feared a possible loss of 
business, and not on the basis of damage actually suffered. The decision to sus 
pend if there were a refusal to testify was arrived at before Trautman and 
Testa appeared in answer to the Senate Subcommittee subpoenas. The RCA 
press release of June 26 concerning the impending suspension, issued immediately 
after the executive session of the Senate Subcommittee, was clearly designed 
to avert expected publicity of an unfavorable nature—not to neutralize publicity 
already received. 

In any event, the evidence in the record contains no valid support for the asser- 
tion that the conduct of Trautman and Testa actually caused harm to the 
Company. The newspaper articles which followed their suspension and the 
statistical data concerning the Company’s business, which were introduced in 
evidence, are discussed in connection with the Company’s next contention. 

Prevention of injury to Company.—lIt is clear from the testimony of the Presi- 
dent of the Company and other evidence in the record that the chief motivation 
in suspending Trautman and Testa was a fear that their refusal to testify might 
give rise to adverse publicity. Through the testimony of the Dean of the School 
of Public Relations and Communications of Boston University, the Company 
stressed the important role which public relations plays in the affairs of American 
corporations. The testimony of a research director for the Opinion Research 
Corporation of Princeton, New Jersey, was introduced to demonstrate that Com- 
munism is anathema to the overwhelming majority of Americans, and that ap- 
proximately 68 percent of the general public consider the refusal of a witness to 
answer the question “Have you ever been a Communist” evidence that he has 
been a communist. 

Counsel for the Union contends that these considerations are utterly irrele- 
vant. As pointed out above, he argues that the exercise, in good faith, of con- 
stitutional rights can never be cause for the discharge of any employee. It is 
unnecessary to determine whether this broad generalization will withstand the 
test of specific cases. For present purposes, it may be assumed that a reasonable 
man would regard the probable loss of a substantial volume of business as 
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“cause” for the discharge of employees whose conduct rendered such loss prob- 
able. s$ut where the employee’s conduct consists of refusal to answer questions 
on constitutional grounds, and such refusal is not shown to be frivolous, the 
employer’s fear of substantial loss of business must be grounded upon solid 
proof. Such proof was not forthcoming. Mere conjecture that some business 
may possibly be lost will not suffice. 

The Company sought to demonstrate that its fears of adverse publicity were 
justified by introducing 65 newspaper articles which appeared in various cities 
throughout the country on June 27, and 36 which appeared on June 28. The 
majority of articles which appeared on June 27 were Associated Press dispatches 
which briefly summarized the proceedings before the Senate Subcommittee. The 
sole reference to RCA in these articles was an innocuous sentence reading: “An 
operating technician for RCA Communications, Inc., Trautman declined to 
answer a Communist membership question on grounds it invaded rights of free 
speech, press, and assembly guaranteed under the First Amendment to the 
Constitution.” Most of the articles of June 28 were likewise Associated Press 
dispatches. In these articles reference was made to the fact that RCA had 
suspended Trautman and Testa from their jobs after they had refused to testify. 
In virtually all articles which appeared on both days, the most newsworthy 
item, judging by the captions, was the fact that for the first time, witnesses 
appearing before a congressional committee were relying upon the Supreme 
Court ruling in the Watkins case as a ground for refusal to answer questions. 

By no objective standard could the passing references to RCA in these articles 
be deemed prejudicial to the Company. But even assuming that any article 
which, in any way, linked RCA to balky witnesses at a congressional hearing 
would constitute unfavorable publicity, it by no means follows that a substan- 
tial number of its customers or potential customers would be moved thereby to 
place their business with RCA’s competitors rather than with it. 

By far the largest part of RCA’s business comes from its regular customers. 
These comprise the United States Government; foreign governments and agen- 
cies; and large commercial users such as banks, brokerage firms, and industrial 
concerns. This regular clientele has been built up on the basis of satisfaction 
with RCA’s services. Since the rendition of service is the heart of its business, 
RCA has gone to great pains to provide the highest order of service. RCA has 
scrupulously and meticulously followed all government regulations. Its controls 
and procedures are aimed at assuring speed, accuracy, and secrecy in connection 
with all messages which it handles. It has volunteered important services to 
the Government, of which an important recent example is the information which 
it has supplied in connection with the movements and functioning of the man- 
made satellites. 

It is unreasonable to assume, and it has not been established, that these regu- 
lar customers would have forsaken RCA if it did not suspend and discharge two 
of its old time employees working in unrestricted areas, who refused, on consti- 
tutional grounds, to give evidence concerning their political beliefs, associations, 
and affiliations to a congressional committee. In point of fact, RCA has con- 
tinued to grow in recent years even though the Union with which it has a col- 
lective bargaining agreement—the American Communications Association—has 
been expelled from the CIO as communist dominated and been severely casti- 
gated by congressional committees. This clearly indicates that at bottom the 
determinative factor in the minds of RCA’s customers is the quality of its 
services and their faith in the continued ability of RCA to supply excellent 
services. 

Finally, it is interesting to note from data supplied by the Company with 
respect to outbound telegraph messages handled by RCA that RCA’s participa- 
tion in the total volume of outbound telegraph messages handled by all carriers 
rose from 31.3 percent in June 1957 to 31.5 percent in July 1957. Since the 
newspaper accounts introduced in evidence appeared in the closing days of June, 
any adverse effect on the Company’s business, flowing from the publicity which 
the Company contends was highly adverse, presumably would have been re- 
flected in July. The rise in RCA’s relative participation in July provides elo- 
quent proof of the insubstantial nature of the publicity and the flimsy basis 
of its fears. 

In closing, it is not inappropriate to commend counsel for both the Company 
and the Union for the great care and skill with which they prepared and pre- 
sented their cases. 
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CONCLUSION 


The Arbitrator finds that Trautman and Testa were not discharged for cause, 
and rules that both should be reinstated to their jobs with full back pay from 
the date of their discharge. 

SAM Harris, Arbitrator. 
NOVEMBER 21, 1957. 

(The following material was later ordered into the subcommittee’s 

record :3 


INTERNATIONAL RESEARCH ON COMMUNIST TECHNIQUES, INC., 
55 West 42d Street, New York 36, N. Y., December 10, 1957. 


BOARD OF DIRECTORS 


Adm. William H. Standley, honorary chairman 


A. G. Elmendorf A. N. Malyshev 
Stephen E. Garutso John F. B. Mitchell, Jr. 
Horace F. Isleib V. V. Rudin 


Eugene Lyons 


Hon. Ropert Morris, 
Counsel, United States Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, 
Washington, D.C. 

DeaR Mr. Morris: Dr. V. D. Poremsky, president of NTS, has sent us a copy 
of his letter to you, substantiating his testimony before your committee on 
April 3, 1957,’ regarding the size and activities of the Soviet Embassy 
Mexico. 

In further support of Dr. Poremsky’s testimony, we are enclosing translation 
(from Spanish) of bulletin No. 23, November 30, 1957, of the 


in 


2 Confederacion 
Inter-Americana de Defensa del Continente (Interamerican Federation for De- 
fense of the Continent), on the subject, The Soviet Embassy in Mexico, Center 
of Agitation, Espionage and Subversion. 

The confederacion maintains a permanent Secretariat in Mexico City, with 
branches in all Latin American countries, and we have found their information 
to be consistently reliable. Don Jorge Prieto Laurens, the secretary general, 
was formeriy for many years consul general of Mexico to the United States, and 
is is well known in this country. 

Also enclosed are several marked issues of our own bulletin, Behind the Com- 
munist Line, pertinent to this subject. There are no restrictions on your use 
of any of this material. 

Please feel free to call on us any time we can be of service. It is always 
a pleasure to cooperate with you, and we wish to congratulate you on your 
fine work. 

With best wishes, 

A. N. MALYSHEV, Hvecutive Director. 


{Fortnightly Bulletin of the Interamerican Federation for the Defense of the Continent, 
No. 23, Mexico, D. F., November 30, 1957] 
Tue Soviet EMBASSY IN MEXICO—CENTER OF AGITATION, ESPIONAGE, AND 
SUBVERSION 


At the beginning of the second half of this month, there appeared in all the 
daily papers a sensational report which originated in Washington, D. C., in 
connection with the denunciation made before the Investigating Committee of 
the American Senate by Mr. Poremsky, president of the NTS (National Alliance 
of Russian Solidarists), with headquarters in Frankfort, West Germany. This 
gentleman limited himself to repeating what we, the members of the Popular 
Anti-Communist Front of Mexico, had published in the national press and in 
that of the entire continent, relative to the many illegal activities in wihch the 
Soviet Embassy in Mexico has been engaged, as a center of agitation, espion- 
age, and subversion, counting with the collaboration of hundreds of agents 


1 Pt. 58, Scope of Soviet Activity in the United States. 
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which said Embassy has under its pay, and which it has enlisted among the red 
refugees from Spain, Cuba, Guatemala, Nicaragua, Santo Domingo, and 
Venezuela who live in Mexico. 

Some years ago, when the incumbent President of Mexico, Sefior Don Adolfo 
Ruiz Cortines, was Government Secretary, there fell into the possession of the 
Popular Anti-Communist Front of Mexico a most interesting document, full of 
revelations about the activities of the “Mexican” Communist Party. It con- 
sisted of the proceedings of the joint session held in this Mexican Capital by 
the same party and the international Communist-front organizations which col- 
laborate with it. This document was taken to the Government Secretary so 
that he could verify its authenticity, and, once this was done, he authorized the 
publication of the said document with comments, to appear in a series of ar- 
ticles which should have been printed in the daily El Nacional, official organ 
of the Mexican Government. Although this paper had, and has, a very scant 
circulation, it was important that it should publicize the details of the Com- 
munist Plot in Mexico, as the articles referred to were titled. But since we ran 
into some difficulty with the lower employees of this newspaper, we decided 
than it would be best to publish them in one of the dailies with larger circula- 
tion and absolute political independence, whose reliability and prestige were 
indisputable, the Excelsior, of this capital, in which they appeared for almost 
a full week. No one dared to give the lie to the statements contained in the 
articles, which included the proceedings mentioned above and where, among 
other things, the Communists made the revealing statement that they counted 
with the powerful assistance of the Soviet Union, through its Embassy in Mez- 
ico, and of the hundreds of agents under its orders. The Communists also as- 
serted in the same document that they had at their disposal the necessary funds 
and arms, at the precise moment when they should be needed to counteract the 
Mexican Army, and bring about the failure of the plans of the so-called Yankee 
Imperialism. 

Some days after the articles appeared in Excelsior, la Voz de México (the 
Voice of Mexico), organ of the “Mexican” Communist Party, and the magazine 
Teoria (Theory), organ of the Political Bureau of the same party, published the 
resolutions which were approved at the joint session to which the oft-cited 
document alludes. The terms used in these latter publications coincided literally 
with the text revealed by the Popular Anti-Communist Front of Mexico in the 
series of articles published by Excelsior. 

Finally, a distinguished newspaperman of absolute veracity, Sefior A. Ramirez 
de Aguilar, of the same daily newspaper, Excelsior, published on the front 
page, during several consecutive days, a series of articles confirming all that 
the anti-Communist front had previously said in its series titled “The Com- 
munist Plot in Mexico,” which were reproduced in pamphlet form by the same 
front. 

The press of this capital recently asked of the members of the front a 
eategorical declaration with respect to the report that originated in Wash- 
ington, and we fully ratified it, recalling that all that had been profusely pub- 
lished in the Mexican press and in that of Latin America. 

Finally, in the television program of a certain newspaperman who has not 
been distinguished for his friendliness or sympathy toward us, but, on the 
contrary, has often censured us with true injustice, included in his televised 
commentary, in one of the more important channels, the same declarations 
which already had been published in the newspapers and which the president of 
the Popular Anti-Communist Front of Mexico had vocally confirmed. 

The Office of the Secretary of Exterior Relations in Mewrico has declared 
officially that the registered officials and employees of the Soviet Embassy num- 
ber only 41, but it would be childish to suppose that these Communist gentle- 
men would declare officially the number of agents with which they count. 
At the time of the rupture of relations between Colombia and Russia, and be- 
tween Cuba and Russia, and when the Arbenz administration of Guatemala 
fell, the entire personnel of the Soviet Embassies in Bogotéd and Havana and 
the agents that had been in Guatemala, all were reconcentrated in the Merican 
Capital, under the respective Soviet Embassy. This also is not registered by 
the Office of the Secretary of Exterior Relations, but the Office of the Secretary 
of Government is aware of the situation, and so are the Federal Security Police 
and the Federal Judiciary. During the subversive agitations that took place 
in the normal schools, in the National Polytechnical Institute, in this capital, in 
Morelia and in Guadalajara, numerous agents of the Soviet Embassy intervened 
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and incited the riots and other subversive acts, as is well known by the re 
spective authorities as well as the public at large, because it has all been pub 
lished in the public press of Mexico. 


MEXICO 


On Sunday, the 24th of the present month, our general secretary, Don Jorge 
Prieto Laurens, on one of the more important television channels of the Mexi- 
can Capital, made some bold and sensational declarations, detailed and veri- 
fied, on the subversive activities carried out by the Embassy of the U. 8. 8. R. 
which in Mexico has at its service a personnel totaling more than 900 in- 
dividuals. The Embassy, naturally, keeps this extraordinary number well hid- 
den, as the Office of the Secretary of Exterior Relations registers only 41 
officials and employees. But it is well known that the personnel of a number 
of Soviet diplomatic missions, which had been in Latin American countries 
which severed relations with the U. 8S. S. R., are now in Mexico and are a part 
of the numerous personnel that we know about. The press has given wide 
publicity to this delicate matter, and among other important dailies the after- 
noon paper, Ultimas Noticias, has given it prominent, page 1 space. 

By means of the Office of the Secretary General, the following gentlemen 
have become affiliated with the Organizacion Interamericana de Periodistas 
Anticomunistas (OIPAC) (Inter-American Organization of Anti-Communist 
Newspapermen) : Lic. Octavio Freyre, Francisco Zanaboni Castafieda, and Dr. 
M. Gil Ruiz, president, general manager, and managing editor of the Revista 
Panamericana, which is published in this capital. 


{Excerpt from the October 1, 1955, issue of Behind the Communist Line, a news bulletin 
published by Political Research Project, 55 West 42d Street, New York, N. Y.] 


LATIN AMERICAN CONGRESS FIGHTING COMMUNIST INFILTRATION 


Representatives of 19 Latin American countries met in Rio de Janeiro late 
in August 1955 for the second session of the Latin American Congress Fighting 
Communist Infiltration. Organized in 1948 in Mexico, the Congress held its first 
session in August 1954. This year’s meeting was chairmaned by Adm. Carlos 
Penea Boto of Brazil. 

Speaker of the Congress was Sr. Florenzo Avila Sanchez of Mexico, who dis- 
closed interesting facts about the strength and activities of the Communist 

-*arties in Latin America. 

“The most dangerous situations are in Brazil and Chile,” reported Sr. Sanchez. 
“There are about 500,000 Communists in Brazil (total population approximately 
55,772,000), and 70,000 in Chile (5,930,809 population). These groups are not 
only large in numbers, but extremely active and well organized. 

“In Mexico,” he continued, “there are only about 70,000 Communists in a popu- 
lation of some 28 million. But the Communist Party in Mexico plays a very 
important role in national elections. Mezico can be considered as the center of 
Soviet operations in Latin America and the United States. Indicative is the fact 
that the Soviet Embassy in Mevico City has 900 employees, of whom 500 are 
classified as ‘cultural workers. Almost every week about 20 ‘tourists’ from 
the Soviet Union or its satellites—all of whom speak perfect Spanish—come 
to Mexico. Part of them illegally enter the United States.” 

Among the resolutions adopted by the congress was to sever diplomatic re- 
lations between the Latin American countries and the U. 8S. S. R. and its satellites. 
The only opposition to this resolution was voiced by the delegate from Argentina 
(then under the Peron dictatorship), who objected on the basis of the necessity 
of trade with the Soviet Union. 

Delegates pooled their information and experiences, and made plans for co- 
ordinated strategy against increased Communist activity and infiltration of 
Latin America. 

Observer delegates attended from the United States, Canada, and the Russian 
Liberation Movement. 
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{Excerpt from May 1956 issue of Behind the Communist Line] 
LATIN AMERICAN CONFEDERATION COUNTERS COMMUNIST ACTIVITIES 


With a positive democratic program to eradicate the inequities on which com- 
unism preys, the Confederacion Inter-Americana de Defensa del Continente 
(Anti-Kominform) is proving itself a formidable foe of intensified Soviet efforts 
to infiltrate Latin America. It attacks communism with forceful ideas of democ- 
racy and practical measures to implement these. Even glib Communist orator 
Mikoyan will find it difficult to match the eloquent alertness of confederacion 
spokesmen during his tour of Latin America. 

Actively organized in all 20 Latin American Republics, the Confederacion 
works for a coordinated strategy of all democratic forces to meet the challenge 
of communism. Dynamic secretary general of this inter-American organization 
is Sr. J. Prieto Laurens of Mexico. Almirante Carlos Penna Botto of Brazil is 
president ; Lic. Carlos Salazar G. of Guatemala, vice president; Sr. Oscar Unzaga 
de la Vega of Argentina, assistant secretary general; and Sra. Isabel Arrua 
Vallejo, of Paraguay, treasurer. 

As both a warning and an inspiration, the Confederacion has recently pub- 
lished El Libro Negro del Comunismo en Guatemala. This is a factual account 
of the betrayal and the liberation of Guatemala, the only country in the Americas 
to fall under the Communist yoke—and the only country in the world to throw 
it off. 

Among these Americans, the cajolery of Communist coexistence falls on deaf 
ears. “La verdad no es neutral,” states a Confederacion publication in Ecuador. 
“Truth is not neutral.” 


[Excerpt from May 1957 issue of Behind the Communist Line] 
Peru Is Host To CONGRESS OF INTER-AMERICAN CONFEDERATION 


Representatives from 19 Latin American countries—Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, 
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, 
Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Uruguay, 
Venezuela—took part in the Third Congress of the Confederacion Inter-Ameri- 
cana de Defensa del Continente (Inter-American Confederation for Defense of 
the Continent) April 10-14 in Lima, Peru. Special guest delegates attended 
from the National Alliance of Russian Solidarists (NTS) and the Asian Peoples’ 
Anti-Communist League. 

Dr. Manuel Prado, President of Peru, greeted the delegates and was their host 
at a reception. 

The main problems discussed were: the Soviet Union as the base of interna 
tional Communist activities, Soviet penetration of Latin America, and measures 
to eliminate the Soviet threat. 

Coordination of anti-Communist activities on an international scale was 
stressed, as well as domestic measures for raising the standard of living of the 
people, improvement in economic, social, and cultural fields, and the importance 
of education. 

The Lima Declaration, issued on the final day of the congress, stressed the 
necessity of arousing the conscience and the understanding of the people, espe- 
cially youth, to the problem of communism, and of preserving democracy and 
freedom by also fighting those political forces which, under the guise of anti- 
communism, establish dictatorial systems. 

Plans of the congress, which maintains a permanent secretariat in Mexico, 
include: (1) an inter-American organization of anti-Communist newspapermen ; 
(2) a special commission to study the internal situation in Bolivia and the 
degree of Soviet infiltration; (3) pressure on governments to break diplomatic 
relations with the U. 8. 8. R. and its satellites; (4) closer contact and coopera- 
tion among the Confederacion Inter-Americana, NTS, and the Asian Peoples’ 
Anti-Communist League. It was also agreed to invite representatives of the 
United States and Canada to participate in the work of CIADC. 
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[Excerpt from July—August issue of Special Survey Reports, published by International 
Research on Communist Techniques, Inc., 55 West 42d Street, New York, N. Y.] 


CAN THE SOVIETS SEDUCE LATIN AMERICA? 


(By Lev A. Rahr, member executive board, Council of NTS (National Alliance 
of Russian Solidarists) 


Latin Americans are genuinely disturbed by the concentrated attention which 
the Soviet Union is now giving to their part of the world. During the Stalin 
period of hot and cold wars, there was some infiltration of Latin America, but 
the immediate Soviet objectives were necessarily nearer the borders of the 
U. 8.8. R. Now that those borders have so widely expanded, and the coexistence 
propaganda of the collective Soviet dictatorship is having such phenomenal suc- 
cess in most parts of the non-Communist world, the seduction of Senorita Latin 
America has become a major project for Comrade Soviet Salesman. 

Only 3 countries in Latin America now recognize the U. 8. 8S. R.—Argentina, 
Uruguay, and Mexico. Every extension of diplomatic, trade, and cultural rela- 
tions, therefore, would greatly benefit the Soviet Union. It would strengthen 
their prestige and power within the free world, and further diminish the hope 
of the Russian and other captive peoples for help from the free West. 

During the past 2 months I have discussed these matters with informed per- 
sons in 7 major Latin American countries—Venezuela, Brazil, Argentina, Chile, 
Colombia, Guatemala, and Mexico—and have had brief interviews in several 
others. 

Everywhere I found “listening ears”—not merely courteous and attentive, but 
unbiased and intelligently interested. Latin Americans are not afraid to face 
the reality of the Soviet threat to their independence, and are eager to know how 
best to counter it. They are also trying to remedy their own domestic problems 
which make their countries vulnerable to outside influences. 


POINTS OF SOVIET PENETRATION 


The Soviet Embassy in Mexico, with a diplomatic colony of 800, serves as a 
relay point for agents into the western U. 8. A., and as the main operational base 
for Latin America. In addition to the usual infiltration, subversion, and espio- 
nage, this embassy is the source of effective “cultural” propaganda, printing and 
distributing hundreds of Soviet books in Spanish. 

Buenos Aires, Argentina, and Montevideo, Uruguay, face each other across the 
mouth of the La Plata, and the oversized Soviet Embassies in these 2 capitals 
serve as an avis for the one in Mevico. Soviet success is more apparent in 
Argentina than in any other Latin American country, because of the close affilia- 
tion with the former Peron regime. The present Argentine Government is doing 
much to remedy this situation. The Soviets of course are taking full advantage 
of the present unstable conditions of the country. One of their latest deceptions 
is the establishment of a film exchange. Soviet films are now shown in Argen- 
tina—but the Soviet officials have not yet gotten around to shipping the Argentine 
films for showing in the U.S. 8. R. 

In Latin American countries which refuse to recognize the U. S. 8S. R., the 
Soviets have had some success in setting up diplomatic and trade missions from 
satellite countries, notably Czechslovakia and Poland. This admirably serves 
the Communist purpose. Hven a single Communist mission is sufficient for espio- 
nage, infiltration, financing of local CP’s, ete. There is no genuine excuse for 
such missions, since whatever trade is carried on between Latin America and 
the Soviet Empire is handled entirely through private Latin American firms. 

The economic difficulties of these countries especially Brazil, Argentina, and 
Chile, bring about natural discussions of the proposed strengthening of economic 
ties and “trade aid’ with the Soviet Union. The Soviet objective is to create 
economie ties between Latin American and Communist countries for the sole 
purpose of disturbing established economic contacts with free countries, and 
making it possible for the Soviets to exert economic pressure on Latin America. 


LATIN AMERICAN COUNTERMEASURES 


Although CP’s are outlawed in many Latin American countries, they operate 
under various fronts and cover organizations. The low living standards of 
much of the population, the low currency exchange in most of the countries 
all such conditions create a ready market for Communist slogans. Police action 
against Communists is not enough—curative measures are needed. 
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A number of foresighted leaders throughout Latin America are aware of this 
need, and are making progress toward necessary reforms, establishment of local, 
domestically owned industries, ete. A growing force in such democratic progress 
and in intelligent action against Communist operations is the Confederacion 
Inter-Americana de Defensa del Continente (Anti-Kominform). Established 2 
years ago, this organization has a good team of representatives in all Latin 
American countries, with strong branches in Mexico, Brazil, and Chile. 

A working anti-Communist stronghold is Guatemala, where I had a con- 
structive conference with President Carlos Castillo Armas. He and the Con- 
federacion leaders have a very clear understanding not only of the Soviet threat 
to Latin America, but also of the internal conflict between the peoples and the 
regime within the U. S. 8. R. and other Communist-enslaved countries. I am 
convinced that a closer contact between the Free Russians and those Latin 
American countries with no Soviet diplomatic reiations could effectively coun- 
teract Soviet "coexistence” successes elsewhere. 

In this development, the large postwar Russion emigration in Latin America, 
particularly in Venezuela, Brazil, Argentina, and Chile, could be of great value. 


“REDEFECTIONS” MISREPRESENTED 


The much publicized “mass return of former Soviet citizens” from South 
America has been grossly misrepresented. There have been no redefections among 
either the old or the new bona fide Russian emigration. The only “returnees” 
are among emigres who left Russia prior to 1917, and those of Great Russian 
and Ukrainian origin who fled from Poland in the period between wars. These 
people, living in Argentina—and having no experience with communism—took out 
Soviet passports after World War II. The Argentine Government has pressed 
their exit. 

Soviet propaganda about this “mass redefection,” however, has had a demoral- 
izing effect on both sides of the Iron Curtain. This can and should be counter- 
acted by factual reporting of the actual circumstances. 

Facts are always the best ammunition against communism. “La verdad no es 
neutral’—-“Truth is not neutral.” It was a great satisfaction to find this under- 
standing in Latin America, and to discover the progress being made toward a 
coordinated offensive to repel seductive Soviet efforts. 





FRANKFURT/MAIN, November 26, 1957. 
Hon. Roperr Morris, 
Counsel, Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, 
Washington, D. C. 


HoNoRABLE Sire: I have been informed by our representative in New York, 
Mr. A. N. Malysheff, that an article appeared in the Washington Post quoting 
a statement from my testimony before the United States Senate, Subcommittee 
To Investigate the Administration of the Internal Security Act and Other In- 
ternal Security Laws of the Commmittee on the Judiciary, United States 
Senate, Washington, D. C., on Wednesday, April 3, 1957, that there are 900 
employees at the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City. In addition to this quota- 
tion, however, the newspaper published the report of a correspondent of the 
Associated Press, who had checked with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of 
Mexico as to the number of employees at the Soviet Embassy and was informed 
that there are 20 representatives of the diplomatic corps and 25 administrative 
workers, who are Officially registered at the Ministry. It is a known fact that 
the activity of all Soviet citizens who travel on official missions abroad, irre- 
spective of their declared status, is completely controlled and directed by the 
Soviet Embassy. Therefore, although it may seem that my quotation was an 
obvious exaggeration, no discrepancy really exists between my statement and 
that of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, since the latter quoted the oficially 
registered figure of Embassy members enjoying diplomatic immunity. I, on the 
other hand, specifically stressed in my testimony that this number included 
various “trade officials, every kind of secretary, heads of different committees, 
missions” and that I didn’t “know exactly what their official titles are.” (See 
p. 3811 of Hearings on the Scope of Soviet Activity in the United States.) 

Furthermore, I would like to add that the figure quoted by me was based 
on what I believe to be reliable sources, such as: 
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(a) Sr. Florenzo Avila Sanchez, of Mexico, a speaker at the first session 
of the Latin American Congress Fighting Communist Infiltration, held in 
August 1954, mentioned the fact “that the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City 
has 900 employees, of whom 500 are classified as ‘cultural workers.’” (See 
enclosure No. 1.) That meeting was held under the chairmanship of 
Admiral Carlos Penna Botto, of Brasil. 

(b) In August 1955, at the second session of the same Latin American 
Congress, held in Rio de Janeiro, Brasil, Admiral Carlos Penna Botto 
had said: “The Soviet Embassy in Mexico is the headquarters of all the 
Fifth Columns,’ i. e., all the Communist parties in the Latin American 
Republics, and also acts through the Czech and Polish missions. Mexico 
is the center of concentration and distribution of all Soviet agents, whose 
aim is subversive activity in the countries of Latin America.” At the same 
meeting, Mr. Jorge Prieto Laurens stated that “in Mexico City, the Soviet 
Embassy consists of—as mentioned by Admiral Penna Botto—S00 em- 
ployees, who are not engaged in questions of visas and other commercial 
matters, since the Consulate does not carry out any normal conventional 
functions. The basic function of the Soviet Embassy in Mexico is Com 
munist propaganda, anti-Mexican propaganda, anti-patriotic propaganda, 
and propaganda among Spanish Communist emigrants and emigrants of 
other nationalities who, presently, are unable to return to their home 
lands.” (See enclosure No. 2.) 

Still further, the above-mentioned statements were confirmed by Srs. Penna 
Botto and Prieto Lawrens to me personally at the Ninth Annual “Possev” 
Conference here in Frankfurt/Main, West Germany, in September 1957. Since 
the former is the chairman of the “Inter-American Confederation for the 
Defense of the Continent’ and the latter is general secretary and a former 
mayor of Mexico City, I see no reason to doubt their statements. 

The purpose of this letter is to preclude any possibility of the public draw- 
ing an erroneous conclusion and doubting the authenticity of statements made 
by NTS leaders. 

Please accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 

V. D. Poremsky, President, NTS. 
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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 12, 1957 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act AND OTHER 
INTERNAL Security Laws, oF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, dD. 

Staff conference in the office of chief counsel, Senate Internal Se 
curity Subcommittee, 319 Senate Office Building. 

Present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; and W. S. Dickinson, ac 
companied by his attorney, K. F. Montgomery, of Wilson & Me 
[lvaine, 120 Adams Street, C thic ago, Ill. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Montgomery appeared today 
in order to offer for the record of the Internal Security Subcommittee 
an affidavit, prepared by Mr. Dickinson, denying certain allegations 
about Mr. Dickinson which appeared in the attached Herald Tribune 
article. 

I will read one paragraph, which appears under the subtitle “Mys- 
tery Man.” 

The leaders of the group, Embassy sources say, are Maltz, Halperin and a 
“mystery man” named William Stirling Dickinson. Maltz, dubbed “the pope” 
in party circles, is a writer and motion picture producer and was one of the 
“Hollywood ten” before he came to Mexico in April 1951. He passed a year in 
jail for contempt of the House Committee on Un-American Activities. 

In offering this for the record, I would like to say that at the time 
this article was published I made inquiries about the allegations about 
Mr. Dickinson because some of the people mentioned in the article have 
been the object of congressional scrutiny. After checking numerous 
sources that would be in a position to know, I have been able to find 
no substance whatever supporting the quotes herein that Mr. Dickin 
son was one of the leaders of the Communists in Mexico, and I would 
like this fact to be in our record. In fact, I have been able to find 
no evidence that Mr. Dickinson has ever been a member of the Com- 
munist Party in the United States or in Mexico, or in any place else, 
and I offer the affidavit and the article for the record. The name of 
Mr. Dickinson came up in connection with the talk with Mr. Quint, 
and I expressly stated to him that I would not authorize or allow any- 
thing to be attributed to me about Mr. Dickinson. 
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(The affidavit follows:) 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
United States of America, ss: 


AFFIDAVIT 


William Stirling Dickinson, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: 

1. I was born in Chicago, IIL, in 1909 and am a citizen of the United States. 
I have resided in San Miguel de Allende, Guanajuato, Mexico, for the past 20 
years. I am at the present time and have been since 1951 the director of the 
Instituto Allende, an international art school located in San Miguel de Allende. 

2. By letter to the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee I have requested 
that I be called to answer questions prompted by the publication of an article 
in the August 30th edition of the New York Herald Tribune stating that I am 
one of the “real” and “important” leaders of an American Communist group 
in Mexico which meets in Cuernavaca and San Miguel de Allende. The source 
of this material concerning me, according to Mr. Luke P. Carroll, news and city 
editor of the Herald Tribune, is Mr. Robert Morris, counsel for the Senate 
Internal Security Subcommittee. I am making this affidavit to clear the record 
with respect to these assertions. 

3. The statements in the Herald Tribune linking me with communism and 
Communists are completely and utterly false. I am not now, nor have I ever 
been, a leader of Communists, “real,” “important,” or of any other kind. I am 
not now, nor have I ever been a Communist or a fellow traveler. I am not now, 
nor have I ever been, sympathetic toward Communists or communism in any 
form, and have never participated in the Communist conspiracy in any way 
whatsoever. 

4. In the September 9, 1957, issue of Time magazine an article appeared 
stating that I keep open house for Communists and fellow travellers in San 
Miguel de Allende. This assertion is completely and utterly false. I do not 
now keep, nor have I ever kept, open house for Communists or fellow travellers. 

5. Both the New York Herald Tribune and Time magazine listed a number 
of American Communists residing in Mexico and stated or implied that I am 
associated intimately with this group. These assertions about me are com- 
pletely and utterly false. To the best of my knowledge I do not now, nor have 
I ever, known or communicated with any of the following listed persons who 
are named in the articles as members of this group: 


Frederick Vanderbilt Field Martha Dodd Stern 
Anita Boyer Field Asa Zatz 

Albert Maltz Max Shlafrock 
Samuel J. Novick Jacob Epstein 


Alfred K. Stern 


I did meet Maurice Halperin, also listed as a member of the above group, during 
World War II when he was head of the Latin American Division of OSS. I 
worked for the Latin American Division of OSS in Washington for approxi- 
mately a year and a half during 1944—45 and in connection with my job there 
I had occasional contact with Mr. Halperin. All such contact with him was 
strictly in connection with my work for OSS and had no connection whatsoever 
with communism. If Halperin was a Communist at that time I did not know it. 
Shortly after the Japanese surrender I left Washington and have never seen 
or communicated with Halperin since that time. To the best of my knowledge 
none of the people listed above as American Communists residing in Mexico 
have ever been either in my residence or in the city of San Miguel de Allende. 
A man named David Drucker is also listed as an American Communist residing 
in Mexico. I cannot state definitely that I never met him or that he has never 
been in San Miguel de Allende for the reason that a woman named Drucker 
gave a recital of folksongs at the Instituto Allende in the early 1950's. I cannot 
recall whether or not her husband accompanied her on that occasion, but if he 
did and if he was in fact the David Drucker above mentioned, then I undoubt- 
edly did meet him after the recital. If it was David Drucker I did not know 
whether he was or was not a Communist at that time and did not inquire. 
In any event, I have not seen or communicated with the man, whoever he may 
have been, either before or since that occasion. 
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6. In the event that the subcommittee would wish to have more information, 
please call upon me at any time. 
STIRLING DICKINSON. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of November A. D. 1957. 
HELEN FAvsrtT. 
My commission expires May 14, 1961. 


(Following is the article above referred to from the New York 
Herald Tribune of August 28, 1957 :) 
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U. S. Reps Have HAVEN IN MExIco 
MAKING PLANS—WHAT ARE THEY? 


By Bert Quint 


Mexico City, Aug. 29.—Two of Mexico’s most picturesque colonial communi- 
ties—Cuernavaca and San Miguel de Allende—have become the headquarters 
of some of America’s richest and most active Communists. 

The roster of more than 100 expatriate Americans who meet regularly here 
and in those cities reads like a Who’s Who of communism. United States offi- 
cials say their presence poses a threat to American security. 

Robert Morris, counsel for the United States Senate Internal Security Sub- 
committee, told the Herald Tribune that the group is making “important stra- 
tegic plans in Mexico. Something is going on but we don’t know what.” 


FLEE PROBE 


Martha Dodd Stern and her husband, Alfred K. Stern, fled Mexico last month 
to avoid being extradited to testify before an American Federal grand jury 
investigating Soviet espionage. 

But they left behind such allegedly active Reds as Frederick Vanderbilt Field, 
Maurice Halperin, Albert Maltz, Samuel J. Novick, and David Drucker. 

Like the Sterns, most of them took refuge here to escape subpenas from United 
States courts or congressional committees. All are wealthy. Many have their 
own businesses—travel firms, real-estate business, investments. Some are in 
the egg business. 

There is little asceticism involved in their choice of headquarters. Cuerna- 
vaca, an hour’s drive to the southwest of here, is a sunny, flower-filled center for 
wealthy Mexicans and foreigners. 

San Miguel de Allende is an artists’ colony on a gentle slope 6,400 feet above 
sea level, several hours’ drive to the northwest of Mexico City. 

According to American Embassy officials, the Sterns’ departure was no blow 
to the American Communist movement here. Both Mrs. Stern, who recently was 
named by Boris Morros, former FBI undercover agent, as the woman who tried to 
betray him to the Reds, and her husband are down in the United States Govern- 
ment’s books as being anything but clever. 


“MYSTERY MAN” 


The leaders of the group, Embassy sources say, are Maltz, Halperin, and a 
“mystery man” named William Stirling Dickinson. Maltz, dubbed “the Pope” in 
party circles, is a writer and motion picture producer and was one of the “Holly- 
wood Ten” before he came to Mexico in April 1951. He passed a year in jail for 
contempt of the House Committee on Un-American Activities. 

Halperin, who is called the Professor because he taught at Boston University 
before being dismissed for allegedly being involved in the Harry Dexter White 
spy case, came here rather than appear before a congressional committee. He 
now is teaching at the University of Mexico. 

“The Sterns depended on Maltz and Halperin because they themselves are both 
stupid,” a United States official told this reporter. 


OTHERS BEING WATCHED 


Dickinson, according to United States sources, is an important leader, “a man 
new to us,” 
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Others being watched are: 

Mrs. Frederick Vanderbilt Field—former wife of Dr. Raymond Boyer, who was 
convicted in 1947 in the Canadian atom spy case. She came to Mexico in 1953. 
As an indication of how closely the persons are being watched, United States 
agents have learned that Mrs. Field is about to divorce her present husband in 
order to marry still another Communist. 

Field is the maverick Vanderbilt who was secretary of the bail fund of the 
Communists’ Civil Rights Congress and has been called the richest career man 
in American communism. He came here a year after his wife. 

The others: 

Drucker: Field’s business agent. 

Novick: Former president and treasurer of the Electronics Corpporation of 
America, wartime sponsor of Johannes Steel’s radio broadcasts and reportedly a 
heavy contributor to Communist organizations. 

Asa Zats: “Served with the Office of Strategic Services during World War II, 
fled to Mexico in 1948 to seek refuge from congressional committees and possible 
court action in the United States.” 

Max Shlafrock : Former Miami, Fla., builder who invoked the fifth amendment 
before the House committee in 1954. 

Jacob Epstein: Who invoked the fifth amendment during the same committee’s 
hearing into the Leon Trotsky case several years ago. 

As a measure of Mexico’s importance as a Communist stronghold, Mr. Morris 
reported that his committee has heard testimony that 900 Soviets are working out 
of the Soviet Embassy here. 


DIPLOMATIC DILEMMA 


Despite the intense activity of the Communists, however, there is little Ameri- 
can agents can do because of their hesitancy to impinge upon Mexican sovereignty. 

As far as Mexican Communists are concerned, he noted, there are only about 
7,500 card carriers in the country. Most of the leftists are followers of the 
Popular Front Party, headed by Vicente Lombardo Toledano. This organization 
is not recognized as a legal political group. 
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